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JOINT APPENDIX 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
Washington 25, D. C. 

August 6, 1952 

[Mailed by August 8, 1952, Mail & Files] 

Southland Television Co. 
c/o Radio Station K C I J 
710 li^lam Street 
Shreveport, Louisiana 

Gentlemen: 

This is with reference to your application (BPCT-992) requesting 
a construction permit for a new television station to operate on Channel 
12 in Shreveport, Louisiana. 

It appears from Commission records that there are on file applica¬ 
tions of Shreveport Television Co. (BPCT-1022) and of T. B. Lawford, 
et al d/b as Radio Station KRMD (BPCT-993) which also request con¬ 
struction permits for television stations on Channel 12 in Shreveport, 
Louisiana. Since these applications are mutually exclusive in that 
operation by the applicants, as proposed, would result in mutually 
destructive interference, all cannot be granted. The applications must, 
therefore, be designated for consolidated hearing. In any such hearing, 
the Commission would consider the technical, financial and other quali¬ 
fications of the applicants to construct and operate a television station 
in accordance with the proposals they have submitted, as well as which 
of the proposals would, on a comparative basis, best serve the public 
interest, convenience and necessity. 

This letter is being written to you in accordance with the pro¬ 
visions of Section 7 of Public Law 554, approved on July 16, 1952, and 
effective on that date. Section 309(b) of the Communications Act, as 
amended by the new law requires that before any application be 


In reply refer to: 
18320 


designated for hearing, the applicant must be informed as to why a grant 
without hearing cannot be made and afforded an opportunity to reply. The 
purpose of this provision is to afford the applicant an opportunity to inform 
the Commission of any reason why it believes the application need not 
be designated for hearing. Any reply you wish to make should be filed 
in triplicate with the Commission within thirty days of the date of this 
notice. Upon receipt of any such reply, the Commission will determine 
whether the conflict mentioned above has been resolved, and whether 
it can grant your application without a hearing. If it is xmable to so 
find, it will designate your application for consolidated hearing with 
the applications of Shreveport Television Co. (BPCT-1022) and T. B. 
Lawford, et al d/b as'Badio Station KRMD (BPCT-993). 

By direction of the Commission 

Wm. P. Massing 

Acting Secretary 

cc: A. L. Stein, Esq. 

Warner Building 
Washington, D. C 

Adopted by Commission, August 6, 1952 
Item 8, TV Agenda 
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437 


[ Filed July 15, 1955, U. S. Court of Appeals] 
[Filed July 9, 1953, FCC] 


BEFORE THE FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

(Television) 

Washington, D. C. 

Monday, June 29, 1953 


In the Matter of: 

Southland Television Company, 
Shreveport, Louisiana 
Call Letters: New 


T. B. Lanford, R. M. Dean, Mrs. Mary 
Jewel IQmbell Lanford & Viola Lipe 
Dean Trust, a partnership d/b as 
Radio Station KRMD, 

Shreveport, Louisiana 

Call Letters: New 


Don George, Henry E. Linam, Ben Beckham, 
Jr., & Carter Henderson, d/b as 
Shreveport Television Company, 

Shreveport, Louisiana 

Call Letters: New 


DOCKET NO, 
10522 


DOCKET NO. 
10523 


DOCKET NO. 
10524 


The above-entitled matter came on for hearing, pursuant to 
recess, before Fanney N. Litvin (The Presiding Officer), in Room 
2107, New Post Office Building, Washington, D. C., at 2:00 p. m. 


♦ ♦♦♦♦♦ 
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PROCEEDINGS 

439 CLYDE HARGROVE, 

called as a witness on behalf of Southland Television Company, having 
been duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

# 


448 Q. Do I understand your answer to be that the time that you 

spend as president and director in the Southland Television Company 
will be paid for by the company to your law partners? A. To my 
firm, just as we would bill any other client. 


492 Q. Your company is the Texas corporation, is it not? A. Yes, 
Sir. 

Q. And where is its present office ? 

* * * * * 4c 

493 A. To the extent it has a principal office, it is in Shreveport, 
Louisiana, but the corporation today is a paper corporation which is 
trying to get a certificate. 


560 


CROSS- EXAMINATION 
♦ ♦ ♦ « 




* 


566 Mr. Weaver: He said he started from scratch all over again 

with his technical experts. I want to show they are the same e:^erts 
they have had right along. 

The Presiding Officer: 1 think the question is admissible. 
Overruled. 

The Witness: Do I know why they might have come in? 

By Mr. Weaver: 

Q. Did you ask them to come in with something different? 

Why would they come in with anything different? A. I donH know. 

We asked them to prepare programs for us for submission to us and 
for us to check. We participated actively in the design for the format 
for the local programs. 
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Q. If you don't know, just say you don't know, that is all. I 
just asked you if you knew. A, And as far as an 3 rthing radically different, 
I don't know that there was anything radically different or what. 

591 ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ ♦ 

Q. And you are not assuming any obligation to see that any 

* 

of those representations are carried out in New Orleans ? 

« ♦ « « ♦ 4c 

A. That is correct. 

♦ * 4c « ♦ « 

610 Mr. Weaver: The point I am driving at is this contract if taken 

611 literally is impossible of performance which will give the 
Shreveport group an opportunity to withdraw from the contract any 
time they want, just as they have done in New Orleans, and he has 
said that they won't do it literally. That is his answer, and I am 
perfectly prepared to rest at that point. 

4c 4t 4c * 4( 4c 

626 Q. So far as you are aware the television station will be run 
exactly like KOIJ as far as program policy is concerned ? A. I would 
reverse that. I would say so far as I am concerned KCIJ in line with 
general policy --lam not talking about specific content of specific 
programs — the general policy of KCIJ is not materially different 

if any from what we propose to operate at the television station. 

4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 

627 Q. Do you know the number of commercial spots per week 
that KCIJ has? A. No, sir, I don't. 

Q. Do you know the number on a 15-minute period program? 

A. At KCIJ, no, sir, I don't. 

Q. Did you make any check of the quality of the program ? 

A. At KCIJ? Are you speaking of quality from the standpoint of what 
I like or quality from the standpoint of reception it gets from the 
listening audience ? 

Q. I think quality from the standpoint of public service. A. I 
think they have a good public service record, yes, sir. 
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The Presiding Officer: Is that based on what you heard, the 
programs you heard or just reputation ? 

The Witness: That is based on information which has been fur¬ 
nished to me with respect to what they have done. 

The Presiding Officer: Furnished to you by whom ? 

The Witness: The detail of it has been furnished to me by * 
hfr. Brandao who has compiled a complete detail on KCIPs activities 
in that regard. 

« # 

628 Q. You didn^t make any check of KCIJ's programming policy 
with respect to balance between entertainment, discussion and that 
sort of programming? A. No, sir, I didn't check any percentages. 

Q. Did you make any check of their advertising policies with 
respect to what kind of advertising they would accept for the station ? 
A. No, sir, I did not discuss that with them in detail. 

Q. Did it ever occur to you that possibly this great commercial 

629 success of Mr. Pace might have been built on over-commer¬ 
cialization? A. No, sir. 

Q. Did it ever occur to you that it might be built on taking 
commercial advertising that other stations would have rejected or that 
you yourself might have rejected? A. No, sir. 

Q. You never have checked that at all? A. No, sir. 

756 JAMES W. HARGROVE, 

called as a witness on behalf of Southland Television Company, and 
first having been duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

♦ ♦ I ♦ 4c ♦ 

778 The Witness: 1 would characterize it as the Negro language. 

♦ ♦ I ♦ « 4c ♦ 

Q. Do you know what hours of the day Daddy-0'Hot-Rod's 
program runs? A. He now nms from 2:30 to 6:00. 

♦ ♦ I ♦ # ♦ ♦ 


780 



928 
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LESTER KAMIN, 

called as a witness on behalf of Southland Television Company, and 
first having been duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

* 4c 4c ♦ 3^ 

CROSS- EXAMINATION 

* 4c 4c 4c • 4c 4t 

989 Q. I believe that WMRY went on the air in January of 1950, 

approximately that, the first of the year. I think KCIJ went on the 
air some time in the middle of 1950. 

Q. Now, will you tell us, if you remember, the amount of time 
you devoted to the day-by-day or day-to-day operations of these 
stations in the early days just prior to construction, early operation, 
arid thereafter? 

4c 4c « 4c 4c 4c 

992 A. ♦ ♦ ♦ With the advent of Mr. Pace, whom I had known for 

several years as a radio manager in Houston, together we adopted and 
put into effect many changes. 

4t 4c 4c 4c ♦ ♦ 

1025 The Witness: When we went on the air in Shreveport, I am quite 

certain that we were adhering, as far as the amount of entertainment 
is concerned, the amount of live shows, and so forth -- I am almost 
sure that we were adhering to what was shown in that original applica¬ 
tion. But we found that we could not operate a profitable station, and 
we found that we could not get the proper ratings, that is, listeners, 
without making changes in our program schedule. 

So for that reason we added along the way Western and Hillbilly 
music; we added Mr. Chester McDowell; we replaced the manager of the 
station and hired Mr. John H. Pace, because our operation by our 
definition had not been successful. 

* 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 

1100 Mr. Wozencraft: There is no redirect. 

I submit Exhibits 97, 98, 99, and 100. 

The Presiding Officer: Any objections now to the admissibility 
of these exhibits? 
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1228 

1230 

1234 


1235 


Mr. Griffith: No objections. 

Mr. Weaver: No objections. 

The Presiding Officer: Without objection, Exhibits 97 through 
100 inclusive, are admitted. 

JOHNH. PACE, 

called as a witness for and on behalf of Southland Television Company, 
and first having been duly sworn, was examined and testified as 
follows: 

4c # ♦ # « 

CROSS EXAMINATION 

♦ ♦♦♦♦♦ 

Q. Will there be any connection whatever between the operation 
of the Southland Television on the one hand and KCIJ on the other hand ? 
A. No, sir. 

Q. You went with KCIJ on the 1st of September, 1951? A. I 
believe it was September 5, 1951. 

Q. September 5, 1951? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And after you arrived there you made some radical changes 
in the programming of KCIJ, didn^t you? A. That is correct. 

Q. Will you state whether or not prior to making the changes 
in such programmingy you examined the application of KCIJ for a 
construction permit to determine the program proposals made at the 
time that application was filed? A. Before I went to Shreveport, I 
discussed that with Mr. Kamin, yes, sir. 

Q. My question is: Did you examine the application as it was 
originally filed with the FCC to determine — A. Yes, sir, I read 
it and discussed it generally with Mr. Kamin. 

Q. And can you tell us, in general now, what were the changes 
that you made in your actual programming on the one hand as compared 
with the program plans which KCIJ submitted with its application for 
a permit? A. As I recall, the program plans were in effect when I 
came there and which seemed to be generally in connection with the 
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original application was that there were many varied types of programs. 

By that I mean there was 15 minutes of news, 15 minutes of popular 
music, 15 minutes of some other type of program. There was an ex¬ 
ceptionally varied type of programming. 

When I came to Shreveport, I analyzed the other stations who were 
broadcasting there to determine the type of programming they were using, 
and I also made an analysis of the market using the United States Census 
figures that would take in the coverage that our Station KCU had and, based 
on information I gathered from that and on listening to the other stations 
and on my past experience, I recommended three distinct types of pro¬ 
gramming to differ from the type that was already in use. Rather than 

1236 programming different types of programming which seemed to be 
more or less the same that was on other stations, I recommended to 
Mr. Kamin and Mr. Goldberg that we set up a basic programming of 
popular music in the morning from approximately sign-on to 9:30; hill¬ 
billy and Western music from 9:30 to 2:30 in the afternoon; and race 

music from 2:30 until 4:30. Those were the basic program changes made. 

:(( 

1287 JOHNH. PACE 

called as a witness on behalf of Southland Television Company, and 
previously having been duly sworn, resumed the stand and testified fur¬ 
ther as follows: 

1288 CROSS-EXAMINATION 

BY MR. WEAVER: 

1302 

A. Well, when I was sales manager of the station, I made some 
suggestions regarding the programming to the management. Some of 
them were recognized and some were not. But basically when I became 
general manager, the program changes that I recommended to Mr. Lee 
were carried out. 

1303 Q. Now, Mr. Pace, at the time you went with KLEE and became 
interested in their programming, did you make any check to see what 
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representations the station had made to the Commission as to what their 
programming would be? A. Mr. Lee went over that with me, yes, sir. 

Q. And is it not a fact that in File BR-1958, which is the F. C. C. 
Form 303, the application for renewal of broadcast station license, under 
Part I, there is attached a schedule showing the proposed programming 

1304 for the coming year? A. I am sure that there was. That is al¬ 
ways necessary. 

1305 Q. Mr. Pace, after you came with the station, were these pro¬ 
posed programs actually carried out? A. Do you mean, insofar as 
the proposed figures that you showed me there ? 

Q. Yes, sir. A. No, they were not. 

# # 4c 4c 4c # 

1319 Q. The question is, Mr. Pace, how many different programs are 
there shown for that day? A. Eleven. 

Q. And what are they? Eleven different ones? A. Well, at 
12:00 o’clock, you have ’’Sacred Heart” and ’’Music for Sunday. ” Well, 
that is 12:00 to 12:30. 

Q. That is one. A. ”Sacred Heart” is a sustaining religious 
program from 12:00 to 12:15, and 12:15 to 12:30 is ’Music for Sunday. ” 

Q. That is two? A. Yes. ’’Healing Waters, ” 12:30 to 1:00. 

Q. That is three. A. ’’Hill-billy Roundup, ” from 1:00 to 2:00; 2:00 
to 2:30 is ’’Sunday Session. ” 

4c 4e 4t 4c 4c 4t 

1321 Q. Now, in point of fact, on those days shown in Exhibit No. 100, 

97 percent of the time is recorded, is it not? A. I beg your pardon? 

Q. Ninety-seven percent of the time is recorded? A. Well, I 
don’t know about that figure. 

Q. Would you check that at your convenience and let us know if 
it is in error? A. I will be glad to. 

4t 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 

1325 Q. Are there any of those programs which are proposed by the 
television station with which you have had experience on radio? 
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♦ 


* 


3te 


* 


* 




A. Well, I notice ”church remote*’ here. 

# 3tc # # 4c 


1326 A. ’’News, weather and sports. ” 

Q. All right. A. We are carrying agricultural programs now. 

Q. Are you carrying an agricultural program comparable to the 
one that is proposed for television? A. To the extent that the county 
agent, the Caddo Parish county agent, has been and is carrying a program 
with us on radio every Saturday, we work in close cooperation with him 
on this ”RFD-TV^’ program. We have discussed these programs very 
thoroughly and carefully with him, and the information that they supply 
us, the information in the body of our radic^ programs, some of that would 
be incorporated in this particular program. That is regarding FFA and 
rural youth activity. 


A. ”Safety Patrol. ” Let me see, regarding Safety. Let me check 
further. ’’Safety Patrol” could be compared to the program on radio, 

”It’s Your Life, ” which we are carrying Monday through Friday. It 
1327 is a 15-minute program in cooperation with the Shreveport Police 
Department. On the street we interview passers-by as to safety rules 
and regulations. It is conducted by Captain Merritt, who is head of the 
Shreveport Police Department Safety Division. He conducts the program 
in connection with one of our announcers. 

The ”Roy Cardell Show, ” of course Mr. Cardell has a regular pro¬ 
gram on radio, and we plan to use Mr. Cardell as talent, utilizing the 
e^erience that he has gained through radio, and prior to radio, on our 
proposed television station. 

4c 4c * ♦ 4: 4c 

. . . The ’’Corral” — that is, ”T-Tommy’s Corral” — that has 
been on KCU for a long time, now, since I came to Shreveport. We are 
going to use ”T-Tommy” there, utilizing the experience and the popularity 
that he has gained on radio. Hill-billy and Western talent have appeared 
frequently on his program. He is very familiar with all hill-billy and 


Western talent in the area there. We plan to utilize Mr. Cutrer’s radio 
es^rience on TV. 

m ^ ^ 

1329 THE WITNESS: ^’Sepia Showcase,” that is Chester McDowell, we 
plan on that to use Chester McDowell as a master of ceremonies. Of 
course, McDowell in his radio e^qperience on KCU, in making many per¬ 
sonal appearances throughout that area . . . 

# # # * * 

1332 A. Mr. Keys is our chief engineer at KCU. 

Q. Is he under contract to the television station? A. No, sir. 

Q. But it is expected that he will be? A. I don't know. I don't 
think he will be under contract. We propose to have Mr. Keys trained 

for television and to use him as an assistant chief on television. 

♦ ♦♦♦♦♦ 

Q. And, of course, Mr. Brandao will appear, and he is presently 

the program manager of KCU? A. That is right. 

# # 

1333 Q. And who is Mr. James Green? A. Mr. James Green is our 
news and public service director on KCU. 

Q. And he will leave KCU and come with the television station? 

^ 4c 4c 

1351 Q. Does "Daddy-O'-Hotrod''frequently ad lib? A. Frequently. 

Q. The only way you would catch that would be by monitoring, is 
it not? A. That's right. 

Q. And you don't monitor the "Daddy-O'-Hotrod''show? A. No, 
except for news and maybe for audition purposes. 

4c 4c 4t 4c 4c 4c 

1355 THE PRESIDING OFFICER: But as manager of the station, it 
didn't strike you as incongruous to intersperse a program of Jax beer 
with Negro spirituals ? 

THE WITNESS: Well, that may be true. However, he does, and 
they like it. He gets fan mail every day. 
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L. H. BRANDAO 


called as a witness for and on behalf of Southland Television Company, 
and having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

4c % :te 

1412 Q. When did the "Sacred Heart" program begin, which, as I under¬ 
stand it, you stated is carried on Sunday? Is that correct? A. Yes, sir. 
I can give you the month. I cannot give you the date. It started in the 
month of April, 1952. 

♦ ♦♦♦♦♦ 

1415 Q. Mr* Brandao, with respect to your local religious programs, 
number 18, are they sustaining? A. Yes, sir. 

4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 

1441 L. H. BRANDAO 

resumed his testimony on behalf of Southland Television Company, as 
follows: 

REDIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. WOZENCRAFT: 

4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 

1445 Q. Mr. Brandao, have you prepared a summary of public service 
programs on KCU beginning with 1 October, 1951? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And running through to what date? A. The last day of May, 

1953. 

MR. WOZENCRAFT: What is the next exhibit number. Madam 
Examiner? 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: The next exhibit will be 105. 

BY MR. WOZENCRAFT: 

Q. What was the source of the information so compiled? A. The 
program logs of KCU covering those dates. 

Q. I will come back to that in a minute. On page 1074, line 2 and 
following, you replied to questions with reference to a local religious 
program on Sunday morning on Radio Station KCU. What church was 
that? A. Calvary Baptist Church. 
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1458 RECROSS-EXAMIKATION 

BY MR. GRIFFITH: 

^ 4c 3tc 4( 4c 4c 

1471 Q. I was Interested in your statement about this church being the 
leading church. Do you mean by that it is one of the larger churches in 
Shreveport? A. I answered the question, yes, but 1 would not have 
said leading if I had asked the question. It is one of the larger churches 
in Shreveport, and it is a recognized church and a very well-known 
church. 

Q. And you have carried that church as a remote program since 
some time in May, I believe, on a sustaining basis? A. No; no, sir. 

We rotate on this program through all of the churches in our city. 

Q. Do you know how many churches you have carried under that 
rotating policy since you commenced it? A. No, sir; I would have 
to count up the Sundays since we started. I would guess about ten. 

Q. How many? A. Ten or twelve, maybe. 

Q. You carried a different one each Sunday? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. When did you finish this Twin City Lab course? A. That all 
depends on how you mean ^’finish. ” I think I answered December. 

4c 4: - 4c 4c 4c 4c 

1473 RECROSS -EXAMINA TION 

BY MR. WEAVER: 

* ♦ 4c 4c 4c 4t 

1478 Q. All right. With respect to determining the amount of time de¬ 
voted to public service as shown in this exhibit, as I understand it, what 
you do is you take a regularly scheduled program, such as the ”T-Tommy” 
or ”Daddy-0*-Hot-Rod” and you introduce it in the beginning, for example, 
by U. S. Army presents ”T-Tommy” and whatever follows the formal 
build-up, and then the records and then the spots and the records and the 
spots? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And then you conclude with, the United States Army has pre¬ 
sented 'T-Tommy” or ”Daddy-O’-Hot-Rod, ” or whoever the record is? 

A. That is right. 
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Q. Do you have permission from the Government to do that? 

MR. WOZENCRAFT: If you know. 

THE WITNESS: No, sir, I do not know that we have. 

# 4c 34c # 

1479 Q. Does it occur to you that perhaps that creates an impression 
that the United States Army, or whatever other Government agency, is 
sanctioning the ^T)addy-0*-Hot-Rod^^ program and as an individual? 

A. It never occurred to me, Mr. Weaver, It certainly did not give 
me that impression. 

4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 

Q. You have had more experience in this field than I, but I have 
heard in my limited e3q)erience a hill-billy record wailing in the morning 
about the boys dying in Korea. Have you heard that one? A. I do not 
listen to it much, no, sir. I do not recall. 

Q. Just using that for an example, obviously, it would probably be 
inappropriate, would it, to say that the United States Army presents 
’T-Tommy” and then have him play hill-billy records devoted to people 
dying in the battlefields of Korea — that would hardly help recruiting, 
would it? A. I do not think it would help recruiting, no, sir. 

Q. Therefore it would be quite possible, do you think, that the 

1480 Army might be interested in what music follows its sponsorship? 

A. Ye^, sir, I think they would. 

Q. That would be true of the Treasury Department — there have 
been quite a few songs parodying OPS and things of that sort — you are 
certainly familiar with those, are you not? A. Yes. 

Q. Certainly, ^Brother, Can You Spare a Dime” for the Treasury 
Department, they would not want you to play, ”Brother, Can You Spare 
a Dime, ” in connection with their program? A. I agree with you, Mr. 
Weaver. To my knowledge, we have not played any records of those t 3 rpes. 

Q. But you have undertaken to take the responsibility of deciding 
what is appropriate to follow a Government sponsorship without consult¬ 
ing the Government, is that right? A. I have not consulted the Govern¬ 
ment, no, sir. 
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4c # * # 

2078 BEN BECKHAM, JR. 

called as a witness on behalf of Shreveport Television Company, and 
having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

2079 CROSS - EXAMINATION 

BY MR. HARGROVE: 

* « * * 

2116 Q. Then Mr. Henderson may never have an opportunity to acquire 
an Interest in the assets? A. He may never have an interest in the 
assets, but he will always have an interest in the policy and the program¬ 
ming and the operation of the station. 

2211 DON GEORGE 

called as a witness on behalf of Shreveport Television Company, and 
previously having been duly sworn, resumed the stand and testified fur¬ 
ther as follows; 

CROSS-EXAMINATION 

4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 

2215 Q. Mr. George, one question which I did not follow up yesterday 
because I felt it would get me into the provisions of the partnership agree¬ 
ment, and I will now go back and pick up today, if I may — do you have a 

2216 copy of the transcript? At page 1859 of the transcript the question 
commencing at line 11 and the answer commencing at line 15, would you 
read those, please, sir? A. ^^Question: In the negotiations leading 
toward the formation of the partnership, Mr. George, what is your under¬ 
standing of the reason Mr. Henderson was given 10 percent, which now 

is 7 percent?^’ 

Q. Yes, sir, and your answer states: ”At the time Mr. Hen¬ 

derson stated he would like to come in with us, but he was not financially 
able at that time. He would like to have had an option, so to speak, to 
participate in the formation of the new company to apply for the tele¬ 
vision grant.Did not Mr. Henderson receive more than an option? Was 
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that the limit of the rights which were granted to him? A, Of course, 
we have always considered it an option to come in with his share of the 
money, and he has four years to do so. 

Q. I see. A. Now— 

Q. Excuse me. A. (Continuing) — he has four years to do so. 

Q. Let me get at it this way. In addition to his right to buy in 

2217 financially, he received immediately a 25 percent voting right, did 
he not? A. On certain matters, yes. 

Q. On matters of policy he has a 25 percent voting interest. 

A. That is correct. 

Q. He got that right away? A. That is right. 

Q. In addition to the option, he also has the right not to put up any 
money, but to acquire his interest automaticsilly when the other three 
partners recover their original capital; isnH that correct? A. That is 
not quite the interpretation, no, sir. 

Q. Well, would you give me your understanding, if Mr. Henderson 
does not have that right? A. He has four years in which to pay in his 
capital investment. If he does not elect to do so, as I understand it, and, 
of course, I had to rely upon the attorneys I hired to draw up the instru¬ 
ment that I told them to draw up, and, as I interpret it, as I understand 
it, if Mr. Henderson does not elect in that four-year period to pay in 
his share of the money or If he has not earned it during the four-year 
period, then he only comes in for the profits, but he never has a capital 
interest after the four-year period. 

Q. All right, sir, then let me rephrase it this way. In addition 

2218 to the option he has a right to participate in the profits for the dura¬ 
tion of the term of the agreement as soon as the other three partners have 
recovered their capital? A. That is correct. 

Q. And he gets that right without putting up any money? A. That 
is correct. 

Q. Then are not the voting rights and the right to share in profits 
something in addition to an option? A. That is correct, yes, sir. 

Q. Mr. George, with respect to the possibility or probability of 


Mr. Henderson exercising his option, have you or has Mr. Henderson, 
to your knowledge, made any study to determine whether he could con¬ 
ceivably obtain any financial benefit by exercising the option to buy in? 

A. He certainly can obtain financial benefit by contributing his share. 

Q. He will obtain a greater return if he contributes his share, or 
get it earlier? A. That is my understanding, yes, sir. He will have an 
interest in the assets, the capital at that time. 

Q. If he contributes, he gets an interest in the assets, but he gets 
his profits regardless? A. That is right. 

# 3tc # * 4c 4c 

2234 Q. Do you admit Negro patrons to the Don Theatre? A. No, sir. 

Q. Do the Strand and the Majestic? A. The Strand and the Ma¬ 
jestic have a colored balcony, yes. 

2235 Q. And they are admitted? A. Yes. 

Q. At the time you built the Don there was a precedent in the City 
of Shreveport for provisions for Negro patrons to watch theatres? A. Not 
necessarily, sir. 

Q. The Strand had been admitting them since 1925, had it not? 

A. I presume so; yes, sir. 

Q. That is what I meant by a precedent. Does the Drive-In admit 
Negroes in cars? A.; May I go back and explain why? That is all right. 
No, it does not. 

Q. Do any of your theatres, wherever located, admit Negro patrons? 
A. I have operated theatres that admit Negro patrons. 

Q. I am speaking of the ones shown on this exhibit in Shreveport and 
in Alexandria, which you now own. A. No, sir. 

Q. Do you consider the movies a mass communication medium, 
sir? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And do you also consider newspapers a mass communication 
medium? A. Yes, sir. 

2236 Q. In your Exhibit 87, at three places you have referred to a work¬ 
ing agreement with the Journal. You have also referred to a working 
agreement with the Shreveport Journal in Exhibit 88. Mr. Fletts* testimony 
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In Question and Answer 27 on page 11, refers to a working agreement with 
the Journal. What is this working agreement with the Shreveport Journal? 
A. It is an agreement whereby we can assimilate news. 

Q. You use the Journal^s news facilities? A. Do you want the 
eract terms of that agreement? 

Q. Yes. A. I would rather that Mr. Flett would tell you what they 
are, because he is more familiar with it tluin I am. 

Q. You didnH negotiate the details of the agreement? A. No, sir. 

Q. You are just aware that there is one. A. I am just aware 
there is one; yes, sir. 

Q. Have you worked closely with the Journal in the past, with Mr. 

Attaway, who is the publisher? A. Not particularly. 

Q. Not particularly? A. No, sir. 

jfc :te :4c 

2262 Q. That is all right. Do you propose to admit Negroes to your 
studio for audience participation in your seating section? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Why do you propose it for the television studio but not for your 
theaters? A. Mr. Hargrove, this is entirely a different medium from 
motion picture theaters, and what you do for one does not necessarily do 
for the others. I personally have nothing to do with whether or not the 
colored people come to the Don Theater or any other theater that I own. 

Q. You own them, do you not, sir? A. Yes, sir, I own them. 

Q. You control policy? A. I control policy, but I do not control 
prejudice and custom. 

Q. You built them, did you not, sir? A. Yes, sir. 

2263 Q. At the time you built them, the Strand and the Majestic had been 
admitting them for years? A. That is an entirely different thing, sir. 
And I can tell you that just because the other theaters have a balcony 

that is not in keeping with the situation — in other words, it is a matter 
of economics. A person that is going to pay 65 cents to come to my 
theater, be he colored or anything else, is not going to sit way up some 
place in the balcony. In other words, they just won’t come to the show. 

If I had a balcony in the Don Theater for colored people, it would not be 
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successful financially. 

Q. And that is the reason you do not admit Negro patrons, and that 
is the reason you did not provide facilities for them when you built the 
theater? A. I have never refused to admit a Negro patron. 

Q. Mr. George, if a Negro patron comes to your theater today and 
tries to buy a ticket and go in and be seated, will he be sold the ticket and 
allowed to go in and be seated? A. No. But I had nothing to do with 
that. 

Q. You own the theaters; you control the policy; you actually built 
the theaters. But you have nothing to do with that? A. I didn’t write 
the laws or make the customs. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: Is there a law in Louisiana about seat- 
2264 ing colored and white in theaters, Mr. George? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, ma’am. 

MR. HARGROVE: They must be segregated. Madam Examiner, 
but the law does not specify where they should be segregated. 

BY MR. HARGROVE: 

Q. Under the law, could you not provide a Negro section in the 
orchestra on the lower floor? A. It would not be economically feasible, 
sir. 

Q. In your opinion? A. In my opinion. 

MR. GRIFFITH: That was not responsive, and I move that the 
answer be stricken because it was not responsive. 

BY MR. HARGROVE: 

Q. Would it be legal? 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: Excuse me. I have a motion to strike 
here. Counsel says the answer was not responsive, and I would like to 
have the question and answer read again before I rule. Also, I think 
counsel for Shreveport should be heard on it before I rule. 

MR. WEAVER: It makes no difference to me one way or the other. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: Read the question and answer, please. 

(The question and answer were read by the reporter.) 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: I do not think that was responsive. 
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Mr. George. Suppose you answer responsively, and then If you wish to 

2265 make an e:q)lanatlon, you may do so. I will sustain the motion to 
strike. 

MR. WEAVER: If he Is qualified to answer this question. 

MR. HARGROVE: He Is qualified as a theater owner, I believe. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: Would you read the question again, 
please? 

(The question was read by the reporter .) 

THE WITNESS: Under the law? 

BY MR. HARGROVE: 

Q. Yes, sir. A. Under the law, perhaps I could, but I want to 
e^laln that the prejudice that exists In the South Is well known, and If I 
did so, I would probably create a situation that would be — In other 
words, I wouldnH have the white patrons, too. 

Q. Do you expect to have white patrons at your studio when the 
Negroes are there? A. Sir, acceptability In that field Is very technical, 
just as technical as engineering, I think, and It takes a person who under 
stands what Is acceptable and what Is not acceptable as to the prejudice, 
and those things that exist. And It would be entirely acceptable to have 
the colored people or the Negro In the balcony of a television station. 

Q. Now, the only place people are going to be seated Is In the 

2266 balcony, according to your studio plans; Is that not correct? 

A. The only place that white people will be seated Is In the balcony, 
also. 

Q. In the balcony. Now, what Is the difference between seating 
white people on one side of an aisle and colored people on the other side 
of the aisle In the balcony of your television studio and doing exactly the 
same thing In the orchestra or balcony of your movie theaters ? If pre¬ 
judice will not prevent one, why will It prevent the other? A. I cannot 
look Into the minds of those people. I know those things exist, but I 
cannot tell you why. As I said. It Is kind of technical. In that you need 
an e3q)ert to — 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: Well — 
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THE WITNESS: Yes, ma^am. Did you want me to answer? 

BY MR. HARGROVE: 

Q. I will just sum it up this way. It is your opinion that prejudice 
would prevent you from making exactly the same seating arrangement in 
a movie theater as you now propose to make in your television studio? 

A. Not prejudice myself. If you implied that I was prejudiced — 

Q. No, sir; public prejudice. A. Public prejudice. 

3^ a|c # ♦ # 

2287 DON GEORGE 

resumed his testimony on behalf of Shreveport Television Company, as 
follows: 

CROSS -EXAMINA TION - -(resumed) 

BY MR. GRIFFITH: 

Q. Mr. George, just what will Mr. Henderson's duties be with re¬ 
spect to the operation of the station? A. He doesn't have any definite 
duties in the operation of the station. 

Q. Have you any concept as to how much time you will e^ect him 
to spend at the station? A. Well, sir, other than the scheduled meetings 
that we propose, I do not imagine it will be necessary for him to spend 
much time at the station. 

Q. Would you refer to your Question 42, Mr. George? Do you have 
that in front of you? Question 42, page 12 of your direct testimony. A. Yes. 

Q. With particular reference to your sentence beginning at the bottom 
of the page there: 

"This is also true of the motion picture theaters," 

2288 it isn't quite clear to me whether you are saying the television will 
be competitive with motion pictures or whether you are saying something 
else. Could you clarify that for me? A. Do you want me to explain what 
I said? I was trying to compare the competitive field of radio and tele¬ 
vision, and motion picture theatres and television. 

Q. Then, did I understand your position to be that there will be 
competition between motion pictures in Shreveport on the one hand and 
any television station operating in Shreveport on the other hand? A. For 
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the viewing audience, yes. 

Q. For the viewing audience? A. Yes. 

Q. Have you any information, Mr. George, as to whether or not 
the so-called first run feature films produced in Hollywood will be made 
available to any television station granted in Shreveport? A. I do not 
have any knowledge — is that what you asked me ? 

Q. Yes. A. I do not have any knowledge in that respect. 

Q. In the event first run feature films are made available to tele¬ 
vision stations in Shreveport, what would be your policy at your tele¬ 
vision station as to the relative time at which you would run such features 
in your motion picture houses and at the television station? A. The 

2289 relative time? 

Q. Yes. A. Well, we have proposed motion pictures now in the 
schedule. I imagine they would fall in the same slots as those are. 

Q. The point is: Would you show a feature film on your television 
station before you would show it at your movie houses, or vice versa? 

A. That situation will never arise, in my opinion, because they are two 
entirely different media. I do not think it will ever be when the same 
films for television will be available for motion pictures, in my opinion. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: By that, do I understand you to mean 
that you cannot use the same film on the motion picture theatre screen 
that you use for television? 

THE WITNESS: I said I didn^t think it would ever be feasible to do 
so. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: Would you mind telling me why? I 
do not quite understand that. 

THE WITNESS: In my opinion, I think with respect to the television 
audience, you build up a program that gets the listeners night after night 
or week after week, and if you play a movie, they may like that particular 
movie, but they won^t like the other movie. I think that programs on 
television do not necessarily mean that they will be the same as motion 

2290 pictures. 

BY MR. GRIFFITH: 
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Q. I asked you if you had any knowledge as to whether so-called 
first run film features — what I meant to ask you was those ordinarily 
shown in movie theatres would be made available to the television station. 
You indicate now that you do not think that will come about. Will you 
tell us the basis for your statement? A. Well, I just think they will 
always be separate. I think the motion picture, on the one hand, will use 
motion picture film that they produce, that they exhibit In the motion 
picture theatres and, on the other hand, television will become so strong 
that they could finance their own medium and make their own film. It 
is entirely a different medium. 

Q. Do I understand that it is your expectation that at no time in 
the operation of your television station will you have any opportunity to 
show on that station a film which has been or will be released to a motion 
picture theatre? A. On the contrary, I think that the television stations 
now are using a lot of old film. I do not think that Is the best type of 
programming. I think they are using those films because there is no 
other source available. 

Q. My inquiry now is whether you have any information as to whether 
they will make any new films available to television stations in the same 
2291 manner — A. I think it will be new film, but I think it will be 
made for television. I do not think they will run the film that they make 
for television in the theatres. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: That is what I would like to know. 

Why? 

THE WITNESS: You have an entirely different medium. For in¬ 
stance, you have a situation where it is much better to build up an audience 
for Love Lucy. Everybody waits for that particular time and that 
particular type of program. Those fens are there every night, whereas, 
if you put amovie in that same slot, you will have a bad movie that will 
appeal to one group of them this time and appeal to another groiq) of 
people the other time, and it is just not the type. They are entirely two 
different media. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: Do not the same people look at television 
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that see movies ? 

THE WITNESS: That is true, but to the extent that you are going 
into someone^s home with the picture, it is not exactly the same thing. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: Could I ask you this, Mr. George? 

THE WITNESS: Yes, ma^am. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: Because you are a man of e:q)erlence 
in the moving pictures and I think perhaps you will be able to give me 
some enlightenment on this — I believe you said that the moving pictures 
which the television stations have been using were old pictures and that 
they were bad. 

2291-A THE WITNESS: That is correct. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: When new good pictures are being made, 
what is to prevent a television station from using them? 

THE WITNESS: I think if the television stations want the pictures 
as soon as there is enough stations to pay the money, the overfall money 
Involved, It Is a matter of economics. In other words, now it just 
doesn't justify the motion picture producers to set up the distribution 
facilities to distribute the films to the different stations. 

In other words, there just isn't enoxigh money available because 
there is only 130 or 140 stations on the air, whereas, whenever there is 
enough stations on the air and there is enough revenue produced from 
those stations, there will be all the old film made available to television, 
all of it, including every company, in my opinion. 

In other words, when Twentieth Century Fox finds out that they are 
not going to sell 108 television stations like there were during the freeze. 

If you multiply that by the figure Mr. Juntilla was talking about, $20 an 
hour, even if you make it $200 an hour, it does not pay them to even set 
up the distribution that it would cost to distribute that film. On the other 
hand, where you have a thousand stations on the air and where 3rou have 
that distribution facility available, they will sell anyone who wants to buy. 

2292 That is my opinion. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: So what you are really saying is that 
the motion picture makers cannot afford to sell their first run pictures 
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to the stations, and the stations couldn^t afford to buy them because It 
cost too much? 

THE WITNESS: That is my opinion. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: But aside from that, there wouldn’t 
be any reason why a television station couldn’t run frist run pictures as 
good as the movie house can? 

THE WITNESS: > Whenever the television station can pay as much 
for that movie as the theatre can pay for it, I see no reason in the world 
why it would not exist. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER: All right. Carry on. 

BY MR. GRIFFITH: 

Q. Do you anticipate that that time will come any time soon when 
television stations can pay enough to carry first run film? A. In some 
markets, I think that exists today. 

Q. In the Shreveport market? A. No, sir, I do not. 

Q. You do not think that the time will come any time soon; is that 
correct? A. No, sir; that is correct. 

Q. Mr. George, do you agree that it would be good television pro¬ 
gramming to carry these first run films that now appear in the movie 
theatres? A. I do not know that that would be advisable. You are ask- 
2293 Ing me? 

Q. Be responsive to my question. It is whether you think it would 
be good television programming. A. There are two things wrong with 
that. The first is that they do not make enough pictures. You can play 
every picture made in Hollywood, how much time do you think that would 
give the television station? It would not give them enough time on the 
air. 

Q. Mr. George, in Shreveport there are quite a few movie theatres 
that run film features throughout the week, are there not? A. They run 
them for days in the first run houses. 

Q. Among the film features that are going on in Shreveport right 
now there would be a number of films being shown there that would be 
suitable for television programming, would there not? A. That is 
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correct. 

Q. And, as I understand your testimony, you do not foresee any 
time in the future where those films will be available to a television 
station in Shreveport for running at the same time that they would be 
available to movie houses; is that correct? A. I do not believe they would 
* in Shreveport. I do not believe the television stations could ever pay e- 
nough for that picture, for this reason: It is the general practice now in 

2294 television to run it only one time. In the theatre you run it maybe 

a week. You multiply that plus the fact that on the air you have 104 hours 
a week, and you find you just would never have enough programs to jus- 
ify paying so much money for one hour. You have 104 hours to program 
for, whereas in a motion picture theatre house they grind out the same 
picture day in and day out for a week, 

Q. Let^s take, for example, the picture '’High Noon." You are 
familiar with that, aren't you? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Do you think it would be good television programming to carry 
that, say, on yoxir late show every day of the week for one week? A. If 
you have built up a good motion picture period where the quality of film 
on that program every night is good, I think that it would be good program¬ 
ming, whereas, if you had a Western on thait slot and you put in a high 
first run picture, then I think you would be wasting time because the 
viewers who have been used to seeing that particular t 3 rpe of show would 
not find it suitable entertainment. If I put the finest picture in the world 
on the television screen, if it is not in the right place, where it would be 
appreciated by the audience that is looking at it now— I have reference 
now to children. 

2295 Q. In any event, do you have any intention to use your best efforts 
to obtain first run features to use on your television station which would 
otherwise be used in the motion picture theatre houses in Shreveport? 

A. I think that I would make every effort to get any picture that I could 
get for the television theatre, every effort. 

Q, By the way, what is the source of your films for your movie 
houses? A, I have Fox, Metro-Goldw 3 m-Mayer and Universal, those 


three for the downtown first run theatre. For the suburban houses I 
play all companies on a subsequent run basis. That means after the down¬ 
town houses have played them. 

Q. Have you asked Fox, Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer, or Universal to 
furnish you first run movie films for use on your television station? 

A, No, for the reason that they only have 35-mllllmeter film and I was 
talking to our engineer and he said that we were not equipped. The pro¬ 
posal was to do only 16-mllllmeter. 

Q. There Is a physical limitation in your equipment whereby you 
could not actually carry first run movie film furnished by Fox, Metro- 
Goldwyn-Mayer and Universal? A. No, I could not. 

Q. What about the other film sources and the film that they fur¬ 
nish to your movie houses, could they be used over your television sta- 

2296 tlon? A. I do not think they could, sir, not the ones that I use. 

Q. Would you refer to Exhibit 83, Mr. George, please, sir? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Which Is Tab J. The first paragraph under News — would you 
explain that first paragraph to me In the light of what I understood your 
testimony to be that you have In working agreement with the Shreveport 
Journal, which I would assume has an editorial policy? A. We do not 
Intend to use the Journal editorial policies. What we had reference to was 
the gathering of local news. 

Q. What do you mean by — I wish you would look at this language 
so your answer would be In the light of the language — ^'Applicant believes 
there Is no place for editorializing of the news either directly or through 
affiliation with any other medium which has an editorial policy. What do 
you mean by that? A. Of course, when I filled out this application I 

2297 didn't know who else was going to be In It. I think I recall having 
written that. I just believe what it says. 

Q. Does it have any meaning to you now, Mr. George? A. I 

believe It is not right to editorialize the news unless you tell the viewer 

0 

what you are doing. In other words, I do not believe In slanting the news 
to suit your own purpose which you might be for. 
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Q. You are going to obtain some news from the Shreveport Journal, 
are you not? A. Local news, yes, sir. 

Q. Local news? A. Yes. 

Q. If any of that news is slanted, do I understand you to say that 
you will not carry it? A. That is correct. 

Q. Who will make the determination as to whether the local news 
you get from the Shreveport Journal is, in your judgment, editorialized 
in any way? A. I imagine the news director will bring it to my attention 
after I tell him to watch out for such a thing. 

♦ 4c 4c 4c 4c 

2304 CROSS-EXAMINATION 

BY MR. JUNTILLA: 

4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 

2305 Q. What did you intend to telecast over "Late Show" program that 
you have slated at 10:30 to 11:30 p.m. daily? A. Sixteen-millimeter 
film. 

Q. Sixteen-millimeter exclusively? A. Yes. 

Q. This would not be the ordinary product used in the movie houses, 
then,whether it is new or old; is that correct? A, That is correct. 

Q. I wonder whether you could verify this question on the techni¬ 
cal feasibility of using 35-millimeter film on your television station if 
a grant is received? A„ I asked Mr. Barton about that, and he said we 
could get a much better picture if we use 35-millimeter film, but I under¬ 
stand the source of film for television stations is not available in 35- 
millimeter. 

MR. GRIFFITH: That wasn^t responsive, I do not believe. 

BY MR. JUNTILLA: 

Q. Well, tell me this. On movie film that is shown in exhibitor 
houses, li^ that available in both 16- and 35-mllllmeter sizes? A. As far 
as I know, it is only available in 35-mlllimeter I understand that they do 
have some 16-millimeter film for Army camps and boats. 

Q. But that is not for television stations? A. No, sir, 

Q. Then on your "Late Show" you will have to use film for television 
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stations? A. That is right. 

Q. That would be on 16-millimeter film? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. And you could not be competing for product with movie houses 
since the film would be different; that is 35-millimeter for movie houses 
and 16 for television? A. No, sir, we would not be competing for film. 

Q. In other words, my question is: In your movie houses you use 
35-millimeter film, do you not, exclusively? A. That is correct. 

Q. In your television station you will be using 16-millimeter ex¬ 
clusively? A. That is right. 

Q. You do not Intend to acquire equipment whereby you can use 
35-millimeter film? A. No, sir. 

Q. I think that speaks for itself, then. 

# :(c 4c 4c 

2310 Q. Are you familiar with the trade articles on the depressive ef¬ 
fect, the impact on marginal and neighborhood houses across the Nation? 
A. No, sir, I am not. 

Q. In television markets? A. No, sir, 

Q. Didn*t you testify on cross-examination that you had understood 
that there had been a certain amount of closing of neighborhood and mar¬ 
ginal houses? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. After the beginning of television in communities? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Insofar as you are a neighborhood house owner, you would have 
the problem of the competitive effect of television when it comes to 
Shreveport? A. That is correct. 

4c 4c 4( 4c 4c 4c 

2311 Q. What period of the day do you receive the maximum receipts 
in your houses? A. From 7:45 to 9:00 o’clock or from 8:00 to 9:15, de¬ 
pending on the time of the year. 

Q. What do you understand the primary or the best vlewlng-llstenlng 
hours to be on television? A. From 6:00 to 11:00. 

2312 Q. So they pretty well coincide in terms of maximum audience in 
both media? A. That is correct. 

Q. I believe you testified that you intend to make a profit and hope 
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to make a profit in the television station if and when you receive a grant? 
A. That is correct. 

Q. Then I trust you also have that same purpose in operating the 
movie houses? A. Yes, sir. 

Q. Let us assume that you find if and when a grant is received by 
your applicant that the impact of television is depressing your rece4)ts 
during the best movie house hours and that by arranging your television 
schedule so as to shift programs into the earlier hours and late hours 
when it does not conflict with movie habits, that could maximize your 
overall profits, would you carry out a plan of that sort? A. I think that 
would be absolutely far-fetched. 

Q. Whether it is far-fetched or not, sir, there are certain questions 
I have to ask you and, if you could answer the question — A. I would not 
attempt to program the television station to favor the motion picture 
theaters. After all, 1 am in competition not only with my own houses. I 
would be in competition with the other theaters, and anything that appears 
2313 to me that might be gained on the one side would not be my gain, 
but someone else^s, if I could or did attempt to do such a thing. Frankly, 

I do not think it would work even if I tried to do it. 

Q. Is it your testimony that you will program and operate your 
television station without any consideration to the effect on your movie 
interests? A. Absolutely, yes, sir. 

Q. And vice versa? A. That is correct. 


2317 Q. Do you understand what pay-as-you-see television is? A. Yes, 
sir. 

Q. Phonovlsion? A. Yes. 

Q. If facilities were made available in Shreveport for a facility 
of that nature to be operated, would you as a movie owner and a member 
of Allied oppose the release of first run motion picture films to be used 
on that S 3 rstem? A. No, sir. 

♦ ♦♦♦♦♦ 


i 
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2346 WILLIAM CARTER HENDERSON, 

called as a witness on behalf of Shreveport Television Company, and 
having been first duly sworn, was examined and testified as follows: 

2347 CROSS-EXAMINATION 

BY MR. HARGROVE: 

2354 A. The way I understand It Is that they are to be completely reim¬ 
bursed for the money that they have expended. 

Q. Yes, sir. I think that is clear. But the question was, how do 
we know when they are reimbursed? Now, I asked Mr. Beckham if he 
had to get his money back In cash before he considered he was reimbursed, 
and he said that was his understanding. Mr. George, as I understood 
him, stated that he did not understand that, but that when the partnership 
had earned sufficient profits on the books to equal their capital contri¬ 
bution, he considered that reimbursement was complete, and you obtained 
your interest. A. I would construe it that way, too, sir. In other words, 
If they had the money, where It was would not make any difference. 

Q. In other words, you would agree with Mr. George’s interpre¬ 
tation, that when partnership earnings equalled the capital contributions, 
the capital had been returned whether withdrawn in cash or not? A. Yes, 
sir. I might add that I don’t think that that Is going to be anything to dis¬ 
cuss, because I figure on paying my Interest If we are successful and 
get this television grant — I intend to pay my pro rata part of it. 

Q. Have you made any study In actual figures which would Indicate 
that you would be financially better off by doing that? A. I have to this 
extent. I own quite a bit of real estate in Shreveport that really isn’t 
bringing me In anything at this time, and if I convert that real estate and 
Invest that money In this television station. It makes an altogether dlffer- 

2355 ent picture. And that is the reason I am perfectly willing to do that, 
and that is my intention, to do so. 

Q. Let me ask you this, Mr. Henderson. After you buy an in¬ 
terest, what you are looking for is a return, or an Interest in the profits. 
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is It not? A, Not necessarily so. I will tell you, I am in the real es¬ 
tate business, and I just naturally like to own things. In other words, 
just like real estate gets its name from something real, I want to own 
part of that. Now, all I would have is a share in the profits should I 
not pay for it. I woxild like to feel like that part of that transmitter, part 
of that building, and part of all their physical assets were mine, up to 
my 7 percent. 

Q. And you are going to sell real estate in order to acquire this 
interest? A. That is right, because my real estate is not bringing me 
in anything, and it is my hope and my desire that the television station 
will be more productive than real estate has. 

Q. But do you know whether you would get net income quicker if 
you exercised an option or did not? A. That is problematical. I 
don’t see how anybody could foresee that. I am willing to take that chance. 

2356 Q. Mr. Henderson, if it should appear later in this proceeding that 
on any combination of figures which can be arranged, any combination 
which is conceivable, you would derive net income quicker if you did not 
exercise any option, would you still exercise the option? A. I would 
still exercise my option, because I have stated that I would, and I think 
Mr. Beckham, Mr. Linam, and Mr. George, in the way I was given this 
opportunity, I think they thought that I would come in with them. I 
couldn’t at that particular time. But I would certainly do what I agreed 
to do if I could, and I am sure that I will be able to. 

Q. Now, is it your understanding also that this option remains 
open to you under the terms of the partnership agreement as it appears 
in this proceeding? A. If I understand it. It is four years from the 
execution of the partnership agreement. 

Q. As amended? A. As amended. 

Q. And that is your understanding, that that clause is still in full 
force and effect? A. That is right. 

Q. Now, did you in the partnership at any stage — you state that 
you agreed to come in with them — is there any place in the partnership 
agreement which you signed in which you undertook an obligation to come 
in with them ? 


34 


2357 A. Not at the time that the partnership was formed, no, sir. At 
that particular time, this property, where we are contemplating building 
the studio. If we are successful, or are going to build a studio If we are 
successful — I had a d^al on for about a $750,000 or $800,000 commimlty 
center there. Since that time, I have given that up, and I feel that I 

will have sufficient finances to take care of my Interest In the television 
station. 

Q. You have not agreed to do that; you have just decided to do It? 

A. That Is right. 

Q. And you made that decision when this deal blew up, so to speak? 
A. Well, no, sir, not at that time. Mr. George had made some Investi¬ 
gation as to a site for our studio. I think It was a rather extensive Investi¬ 
gation, and he called me, and I told him that I had thought that I knew a 
little something about It, because I had made a survey for KTBS, who were 
applying for Channel 3. And he said, *Well, how about that property of 
yours on King’s Highway?” I said, "Well, I think it would be an Ideal 
spot. ” 

2358 Q. Now, one final question, Mr. Henderson. If anything which you 

do not now foresee should occur which should make It Improvident for you 

* 

to buy into the partnership agreement, is there an 3 rthlng In that agreement 
that you know of which would require you to do It? A. There is not any¬ 
thing in that agreement. I could have four years If I wanted to wait, to 
see whether I wanted to invest my money, according to the agreement. 

Q. Now, what Is your present Intention as to when you propose to 
buy In? A. My Intention to buy in Is if we receive a grant. In fact, I 
will have a substantial part of mine paid if they take that property that 
belongs to me on King’s Highway. It will possibly pay a third of my por¬ 
tion. 

Q. You would Intend to exercise the option. If It exists. Immediately 
upon the Issuance of a grant? A. That Is right, sir. 

Q. In spite of the fact that In the first year, your company estimates 
an operating loss of $100,000, and you have four years within which to 
exercise the option? A. That Is correct, sir. We don’t know that we 



are going to lose $100,000 the first year. It is an estimate. 

Q. That is the best estimate you could make, was it not? A. Mr. 
George made that estimate, and I am sure that he got all the facts to¬ 
gether that were at his command in making it. 

4c 4c * 4c 

2625 PREPARED TESTIMONY OF APPLICANT'S WITNESSES 

4c 4t 4c 4c 4c 4c 

2628 Testimony of R. Clyde Hargrove 

4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 

2643 If my recollection is correct, Mr. Andrew Querbes, m., 

Mr. John S. Terrell and Mr. Walter F. Hyde were also present at that 
initial meeting. 

4c « 4c 4c 4c 4c 

2644 From a business standpoint, 1 will say frankly that it looked to 
me like a perfect proposition. 

4( 4c 4c 4c 4c 4c 

2648 Mr. Pace, for instance, has an extraordinary record in taking 

over a station which was literally bankrupt, in October of 1951, and 
putting it in the healthy condition which it enjoys today. I am more 
than impressed by this. I consider it to be the strongest possible 
recommendation for his ability as a station manager. 
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223 5 2 610 1 

6 

35 13 

14 1 109 

13 

5 

23 409 7 

1 

3 1 2 3 

4 

58 1 1 267 

8 

20 5 


1 

13 


5 


1 


1 1 


58 

15 


1 

1 


Inter¬ 

views 


-13 min. 


-15 min. 


-15 min. 


4 


3049 


Org^ization 


58 


90 


Minutes Announce- Inter- 

60 30 15 10 5 ments Views 


Congressman 

Overton Brooks 

County Editor 

Crusade for Freedom 

Dental Health 

Diabetes Detection 

Disabled American 
Veterans 

Easter Seals 

Easter Sunrise Service 

Exceptional Children 
Foundation 

Farm News 

Food Relief 

Grambling College Choir 

Heart Fund 

Holy Rosary Society 

Jr. Chamber of Commerce 

lions Club-Shreveport 

Local Firemen 

La. Forestry Assn. 

La. State Fair 

Methodist Church 

Missing Persons 

Morning Devotional 

National Production 
Authority 


7 

40 1 

2 




19 


18 


2-15 min. 
133 

2 

52 

30 
7 

1 

26 

3 

45 18-15 min. 

36 

31 
1 
1 
2 


2 




59 


3050 


Minutes Announce- Inter- 

Organization _ 90 60 30 15 10 5 ments Views 


Office of Price 
Stabilization 

Polio Fund 

Physically Handicapped 
P.T.A. 

National Assn, of 
Christians & Jews 

Northwestern College 
Student Nurses 

Pace Relations 

Safety Dept. 

Sacred Heart 

Salvation Army 

Schumpert Hospital 

Schumpert School of 
Nursing 

Shreveport Civic * 
Chorus 

Shreveport Jr. League 

Shreveport Kiwanis 
Club 

Shreveport Sheet Club 

Shreveport Today 

Shreveport Trade 
School 

Shrine Circus 
Spring Carnival 
Ture Infirmary 
U. S. Air Force 


93 

4 

11 

39 

2-5 min. 

65 

2 

24 

65 


1 



4 


4 



8 





5 


1 



62 


1 





105 

10 

36 

282 

30-15 min 

60 





1 



8 

1-15 min. 




28 


70 

7 

2 

54 



5 

1-15 min. 

3 

1 

1-15 min. 

1 

1 

1 

7 

47 8-15 min. 


3 99 


1 


60 


3051 


Organization 90 

Minutes 

60 30 15 

10 

5 

Announce 

ments 

- Inter¬ 
views 

U. S. Air Reservists 




6 


U. S. Air Force 

Recruiters 

1 




1-15 min. 

U. S. Air Force Show 





1-15 min. 

U. S. Army 

1 270 

6 

2 

419 

4-15 min. 

U. S. Army Nurses 

4 

1 




U. S. D efense Bonds 

219 

1 

2 

181 

2*15 min. 

U. S. Dept, of Commerce 

10 

1 

- 

2 


U. S. Dept, of Defense 

5 



12 


U. S. Dept, of Labor 

10 


1 



U. S. Marines 

40 



121 

4-15 min. 

U. S. National Guard 

92 



85 

1-15 min. 

U. S. Navy 

32 



59 

1-10 min. 

U. S. Naval Reserve 




1 


U. S. Postal Service 

1 


1 

51 


U. S. Treasury Dept. 




25 


U. S. Women*s Army & 

Air Force 

6 



2 

1-10 min. 
10-15 min 

U. S.O. 

1 



62 


Veterans Administration 

1 144 

5 


112 


Vistas of Israel 

Voice of Democracy 

Youth Forum-Rural 

Y.M.C.A. 

8 


2 

6 

5-15 min. 

Totals 

5 7 1836 

46 

235 

3630 

104 






’ ▼ " ^ IWfifORTA^NT^ V ^ r 

In interpreting the significence of the Hooperr 'ig» published in 
this Report, it should be borne in mind that each such rating is a 
measurement of actual exposure of the audience to the advertise¬ 
ment As such, it is Radio's equivalent of an accurate readership 
record of a printed advertisement 

It should not be confused with circulation. Radio station 
"circulation" is measured by the highest standard and reported in 
the most relevant detail in the Hooper "Area Coverage Index”. 



w 


’ ’sWRl^EbORX^LX.' . J M 

A^arch-April^ 1951 

(ctW'Ti^AL STAi?i;A{f£Og|wt COMf'ijNI ‘THNS COMMISSION 
Oockel No. . /ff! ^ .^TT.. 


EXHIBIT Uj. 



T of BROADCAST AUDIENCES 

This RopocI is bas6d on sampling te lephono 
Ikomes wiihin Oils city using ttu> telephone oo- 
Inddental zne&od of Int er v i ewing, The StoHoo 
Audience Meas u re m ents oonlcdnod heielnt 
Riefelore, do not reflect flie audlenoe in areas 
*oalslde*. 
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BROADCAST AUDIENCE A4EASUREMENTS 

Norwalk NEW YORK Hollywood 
oorviuoHT iisi IV a i. hoopeil iNa 


Southland Exhibit 97 
& R. 3052 
















YOUR CODE OF PRACTICE 
GOVERNING USE OF 
RADIO HOOPERATINGS 


“RADIO HOOPERATINGS" U publUhed by C. E. Hoo|>cr, Inc., which firm pioneered »nd 
developed the method* on which thi* Report *nd other Hooper Broadcatt Audience Report* 
•re ba*ed. 

It i* the function of thi* Report to e*tabli*h mea*urements showing the comparative sire 
and distribution of broadcast audiences among telephone homes in the city rone of a spe¬ 
cific city. The actual homes to which these measurement* apply are telephone home* listed 
jn the telephone directoryfies) for thi* city which arc included in the Non-Toll Call Area. 

The "RADIO HOOPERATINGS" for an individual city rone is based on Interviewing which 
is also used to supply advertisers, agencies, talent firms, networks, stations, and station 
representatives with Ratings and other Indexes on their own and other competitive programs. 
It is typically produced with the joint financial support of the several stations serving that 
city. It is the aim of thi* statement to provide for the maximum constructive use of the Re¬ 
port, or of special tabulations or rctabulations of its basic data without infringing on the 
rights and privileges of other factors in the industry, by outlining a plan of self-regulation 
governing its use by subscribing stations. 

WITHIN SUBSCRIBERS' ORGANIZATION 

No restriction is placed on the inside use of this Report by the personnel of the subscribing 
company. 

IN PERSONAL PRESENTATION OUTSIDE, IN PUBUSHED PRESENTATION, 
ADVERTISEMENT OR RELEASE 

Personal presentation, published presentation in printed, mimeographed or other duplicated 
form, including publication advertising, shall be as follows: 

a) Identified as to the actual tft/e and date of the Report and as to time-period, and 
also the specific moatli(s) and year upon which the information is based. 

b) Exact terminoloy of the Report is to be used with every figure quoted, i.e. "Ratings," 
"Radio Sets-in-Use," “Share of Radio Audience," "Available Homes," “Morning, Af¬ 
ternoon and/or Evening RADIO AUDIENCE INDEX." (Share of Radio Audience 
Report). 

c) This Report is based on “City" telephone sample only (within Non-Toll-Call area): 
projections or other suggestions of applicability beyond this scope are not permissible. 

d) Quoted, published or otherwise duplicated material showing figures in combination 
(typically not reported by C. E. Hooper, Inc.) is statistically unsound and, therefore, 
prohibited. 

e) Claims, conclusions or generaliiations not supported by this Report may not refer to 
it as source. 

f) No privilege of reference or quotation is extended to non-subscribers. 

IN PUBLISHED MAHRIAL ONLY 

In addition to the above, in all duplicated material including publication advertising, no 
O station is privileged to identify, except as station (or frequency) "B,” “C," "D," etc., any 
] measurements of any other station, nor can any percentages for stations or frequencies be 
arbitrarily omitted from a "RADIO AUDIENCE INDEX" Report. When a “RADIO 
< HOOPERATINGS" Report and/or a "RADIO AUDIENCE INDEX" is reproduced in 
s } whole or in part (selected periods), the advertising station’s indexes shall appear at extreme 
left of comparative table and under his call-letters. Other stations labeled "B," "C," 
"D," etc., shall follow, arranged from left to right, in order of average all-day, all-evening 
audience indexes from highest to lowest. This computation is merely a device to determine 
arrangement order. See paragraph (d). 


DISTRIBUTION 

Personal copies of this Report will be furnished without additional charge to subscriber 
for use by his executives, salesmen (including National Spot Representatives) and de¬ 
partment heads, provided a list of the individuals with accompanying titles to whom such 
copies are to be sent is furnished to and approved by C. B. Hooper, Inc., in advance of 
publication. 

C. E. Hooper, Inc, may offer evidence of listenership for sale to any station regardless of 
locality in which listening is discovered. Equitable rebate will be made to station inaugur¬ 
ating measurement in cate of tale. 

The same limitations and privileges for use set forth here shall apply universally to all 
interim, "preliminary," “advance” or special reports rendered which use its basic data, 
in whole or in part, as bate. 

NOTE: Any additional use of the Measurements and/or Indexes appearing in this Report 
or any previously published Hooper Report, and/or any additional use of the basic data 
from which this Report it produced shall be at the discretion of C. E. Hooper, Inc., with 
due regard to the interest of all existing subscribers to Hooper Broadcast Audience Reports. 

SELF REGULATION AMONG SUBSCRIBERS 

To to ,implement self-regulation at to make it an actuality, we are providing below a 
procedure by which a station violating this “Code" may be suspended: 

*Opon presentation of proof by a subscriber(s) which convinces C. E. Hooper, Inc., of a 
violation of "Your Code of Practice" by a subscriber, we will suspend service to the vio¬ 
lating station or company, when application is made by the remaining group of sub¬ 
scribers in that city and upon declaration of their willingnets to share proportionately 
the violating station’s subscription allotment. 

If facts or figures are quoted or any statement is made on the authority of this Report, 
or of special tabulations using its basic data or similar measurements at source, C. E. 
Hooper, Inc., reserves the following right at a matter of policy: 

(1) To confirm the accuracy of facts or figures taken from this Report. 

(2) To publish the accurate facts when and if data accredited C. E. Hooper, Inc., arc 
at variance with its records. 

(3) To cancel the subscription covering the affected period and to delete the subscribing 
station’s measurements. Ratings, Radio Sett-in-Use and/or other affected measure¬ 
ments, from the Report* if that station by a promotional campaign or otherwise in¬ 
validates such measurements at a reflection of actual listenership. 


This Report is furnished on request under a continuing subscription and with the under¬ 
standing that use of it will conform strictly with "Your Code of Practice" set forth herein. 
The Report is based on responses obtained by field investigators who are trained to inter¬ 
view respondents in the manner set forth in the Field Manual for Hooper Radio and Tele¬ 
vision Reporters. Measurements, constantly in operation, are taken to test the validity of 
each interviewer’s work. Safeguards to the accuracj^ of the responses are also introduced in 
the interviewing. The contents of this Report are believed by C. B. Hooper, Inc. to be 
reliable within the limits of statistical variations inherent in all sampling operations. How¬ 
ever since the contents are based on acceptance of responses as made, they cannot properly 
be guaranteed by C. B. Hooper, Inc. 


A 


A 




A 
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THE REPORT 


INTRODUCTION 

RADIO HOOPERATINGS 


SAMPLE 


This Report contains (1) "RADIO AUDIENCE INDEX" for "Morning", 
for "Afternoon", and for "Evening" hours based on the coinci¬ 
dental calls during those periods; (2) "RADIO fKIOPERATINGS" hy 
quarter-hour daytime averages for Monday through Friday and by 
half-hour periods individually for each of the seven evenings. 

METHOD 

Every figure appearing in this Report is a percentage, either 
using as 100% the total sample called during the period re¬ 
ported on (example: "Radio Sets- in-Use" and "Ratings"), or, 
in the case of "Share of Radio Audience" comparisons, using as 
100% that segment of the sample that was found listening or 
looking during the period reported on. 

All percentages contained in this Report are based on data se¬ 
cured by telephone interviews under precise rules and regula¬ 
tions set forth in "HOOPER RADIO AND TELEVISION REPORTERS' 
FIELD MANUAL", which achieves uniformity and comparability in 
the field work during all time periods, between all stations, 
programs, networks, cities, etc. These rules apply to the de¬ 
tailed procedure to be followed by the interviewer in asking 
tlie following coincidental questions and recording the answers 
to: 

1. 'Were you (looking at television or*) listening to 

your radio just now?" 

(Interviewers alternate the order of asking "look¬ 
ing at telev is ion" and "listening to your radio") 

2. 'Vlhat program, please?" J. 'Whaf station, please?" 

4. "Is someone else in your home using another set’" 

5. *What program, please?" 

6. "H'hat station, please^" 

* Television question asked only in cities where Tele¬ 
vision can be receiver/. 

Results obtained from the first and fourth questions above arc 
used for computation of "Radio Sets-in-Usc" percentages. The 
data on stations "being looked at or listened to" (coincidental) 
are used to compute the distribution of audience among the 
several stations. 


Uniform tabulation procedures and formulae are applied to pro¬ 
duce comparable percentages which are presented here as com¬ 
parative measurements to audiences in the sample surveyed. The 
actual number of coincidental calls made during the periods 
covered by the "RADIO AUDIENCE INDEX" will be found as a part 
of that section of this Report. Likewise the actual number of 
homes called during each daytime and evening period is showrni 
in the "RADIO HOOPERATINGS" pages. 

The sample upon which this Report is based is a random selection 
of telephone homes located within the Non-Toll-Call area of 
this city. Inasmuch as the sample does not include homes out¬ 
side the Non-Tol1-Cal1 area, the Report does not measure the 
total Audience to any station. 

W 

OEFINITIOKS 

uo 

1) "Radio Sets -in-Use" is the percentage of Total Homes which ^ 
are listening to the radio. Where listening to a second 4 = 
program over a second radio set is reported in a home, that 
fact is reflected in both the "Radio Sets-in-Use" and in 
the individual station and/or time period ratings. 

2) "Ratings" are based on Total Homes and report the size of 
the audience to the particular program and/or station. The_ 
sum of the "Ratings" may exceed the percent of the "Radio- 
Sets- in-Usc ", The name of tlie station, of the program, 
of identifiable talent, or of the sponsor is accepted as 
evidence of listening to a particular station. 

3) "Share of Radio Audience" represents the proportion of the 
total radio audience listening to a particular program and/ 
or station. This share, being unaffected by seasonal varia¬ 
tions which may affect the size of both the Hooperating and 
the Sets, serves as a continuous comparative index to the 
program’s and/or station’s "competitive pull", 

4) "Other Akt, FM" includes local or distant radio stations 
"mentioned" which individually do not consistently total 
1.0% of the listeners during the period reported on. 

5) 'Wof at Home" is percentage of total homes in which tele¬ 
phone is not answered. Interviewer waits for six rings. 

6) "Available Homes" is percentage of total homes in which 
persons are "at home and awake"* It, plus "Not at Home ",Caj 
totals 100%. 

cn 


p) . 
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For SCHEDULE OF INTERVIEWIKG See Following Page 







PRIVILEGE OF USE 


Advertiser, Agency, Network: 

Advertiser, agency and network subscribers are not privileged to disclose 
contents of this report to a non-subscribing station or its representative(s). 
Penalty: withdrawal of service. 

Stations, Representatives: 

Unauthorized possession or use of contents of this report by non-subscribing 
station or its representative(s) automatically creates liability for full sub¬ 
scription cost. Station subscribers in this city are: 

KENT KTBS KWKH 

Schedule of Interviewing 

The equivalent of five months' interviewing has been distri¬ 
buted over the two months comprehended by this Report, 


LTI 

IT) 

r) 
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All Shreveport Radio Stations appearing in this Report were requested to set forth the details 
on "prize-for-listening" prograrns and other audience promotion schemes operating in this city 
during ths months of March and pril, 19^1 and which involve the station*s telephoning either 
actual or potential listeners during the program. 


The following was reported to C. E. Hooper, Inc.: 

KCIJ - "...this station has no programs where we call listeners or potential 
listeners during the program." 

- Ven F* Marshall 
Station Director 


KEWT - "...no.♦.programs which involve the station’s telephoning actual or 
potential listeners during the program." 

- Cassie Kellogg 
Traffic Manager 


KRMD - No reply 


KTBS 


"We do not carry any program involving the telephoning of actual or 
potential listeners." 

- C. K. Beaver 
General Manager 


KWKH 


"KWKH does not broadcast any programs which involve our telephoning 
listeners." 

- Henry B# Clay 
General Manager 


to 

♦ 

O 

cr\ 
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STATION DATAt 


SHREViPORT. U, 




STATION AND CITY DATA 





NATIONAL SALES 


FREQUENCY 

POWER IN WATTS 

STATION 


MANAGEMENT STAFF 

REPRESENTATIVE 

NETWORK 

IN KILOCVaES 

Doy 

Evening 

BCIJ * 


H. Klrscb, jr.. sta. Hgr.«/ 

- 

ind. 

980 

s.ooo 


Kent 


r. H. rord, omer a 
f* H* pDlXlf jr«f C*H« 

The walker conpany 

KBS 

ISSO 

1,000 

500 

IQMO * 


0. 9. Wilson, >er. 

W. L. BHltser, sta. Dir. 

Taylor co. 

ABC 

13140 

250. 

250 


Or ■g'l ■peavec, o.M. 

- Flett. prog. Dir. 

D. R. Upson, Nat'l sales Hgr. 

H. B. Clay, O.H. 

Eduard Retry 

NBC 

710 

10,000. 

5,000 

RWKH 


Branhan 

CBS 

1130 

50,000 

50,000 


B. Q. Robertson, c>H. 


CITY DATA 


III 


POPULATION. 


125.426 

NUMBER FAMILIES: 


37,900 

NUMBER RADIO FAMILIES: 

33,280 

% RADIO FAMILIES: 


87.8 

COMPOSITION OF POPULATION: 

Native White 

M- 

29,325 


F- 

31 ,361 

Foreign-born White 

M- 

823 


F- 

637 

Negro 

M- 

15,946 


F- 

20,027 

Other Races 

M- 

34 


F~ 

12 


OCCUPATIONS: 


IV EMPLOYMENT: 


Professional and Semi-Professional 

8.7X 

Construction 

6.0X 

Proprietors, Managers, Officials 

9.3 

Manufacturing 

II .8 

Clerical, Soles ond KirKJred 

21.4 

Transportation, Communication 

9.2 

Craftsmen, Foremen ond Kindred 

10.3 

Wholesale and retail trade 

23.9 

Operolives 

i3.3 

Finance, insuronce, real estote 

3.7 

Domestic Service 

16.3 

Business and repair services 

2.5 

Service 

i 1.9 

Personol services 

24.3 

Laborers, except form 

7.8 

Amusement, recreation 

1.3 

Mixelloneous 

i.O 

Professionol and related 

8.0 



Government 

2.9 



Mixelloneous 

5.6 



V RETAIL SALES. 1164,119,000 



* Hot privileged to use this Report because of non-^ubscrlptlon. 

f AS of April I, 1951* 


SOURCE OF CITY DATAi Fopwlcrt7onl9SO Census. R«tatl Soles (1949 Eit.) — “Soles MonoDemenl, Survey of Buying Fower" (CopyrighI, 1950, Soles Mosiogementt Furfher reproduction nof 
licensed), Number Fomllles, Number Rodio Families, % Radio Fomllles — "Radio Families — USA, 1949 BAAB." Composition of Fopulotlon, Occupation, Employment—“U. S. Census, 1940" 


43-A 
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Tolal Coincidental Calls ^ 

This. Period_ 

SHREVEPORT, LA. AVERAGE RATING OF REPORTED STATIONSi 
Weekday Uornin/; 3.5 Weekday Afternoon 3.4 Evening 6.9 



V 


HOOPER J?A/VO AUDIENCE INDEX 

STATIONSI 

Evening 6.9 CITY ZONE 


SHARE OF /fAlVO AUDIENCE 


V V V ■ t ^ V y 

Cn .. SHREVEPORT, U, 
MONTHS: march-april, 1951 


ADIO 

•IN.USE 

KCIJ 

KENT 

(MBS) 

KRMIH 

krio-pu 

(ABC) 

KTBS 

( NBC) 

KWKH4- 

K«KH°FM 

(CBS) 

17.9 

3.4 

9,6 

20.1 

14,2 

51,8 

17.4 

6.9 

12.1 

12.8 

21.3 

45.3 

19.7 

10.8 

21.0 

23.9 

22.8 

19.5 

15.2 

13.4 

9^ 

18.9 

19.0 

36.9 

27,9 

12.0 

12.1 

28,6 

46.1 


viAir KAuiv^ KR)u>>PN 

(MBS) (ABC) 

MON. THRU FRI. - , . . , ^ , 

8:00 A.A^.-I2K)0 NOON ' ’ ’ 

MON. THRU FRI. ^ ^ , 

12:00 NOON-6:00 P.M. 

12:00 NOW^OO P.M. 

8:00 A.M.-6:00 P.AA. * * 

SUN. THRU SAT. EVE. 

6:00 P.M.- i0i30 P.M. 27.9 12.0 12.1 

INDIVIDUAL EVENINGS 6.00 PAA- io.3DPiA. 


SUNDAY 

MONDAY 

TUESDAY 


WEDNESDAY 


THURSDAY 


RIDAY 


SATURDAY 


29.4 

28.9 

29.9 


30.1 


29,7 


23.7 


23.6 



18.6 -19^2 

7.4 19.0 

5.9 35,3 


10,3 35.7 


12.2 33.4 


26J0 26.3 


5.6 31.5 


47.5 

61.5 
44,9 


41 ,9 


43.6 


33.4 


47.9 


OTHER HOA4ES 
KM 6. FM CALLED 


6,290 



9,425 

3,774 

cn 

6»2e9 g 

ct 

- 3' 

^ ir" ^ 
19,810 * 3 > 

UJ Q, . 

-O 

tij 

_OD X -i 

rr 

2,^ 

— - o' 

2,844 

2,823 


2,835 


6 


2,828 


2,832 


TOTAL* RATED 
TIME PifiJODS 


NOT 


E Ho R T E 


0 


S H R E V 


NOTES Radio Station KCIJ sisns off at local sunMt, 


"Itedio Seta«in*Use*' is the percentage of Total Hones irfiich are listening to the radio. WhereOiik* 

tening to a second program over a second radio set is reported in a hone, that fact if reflected 

in b^h the "IMio &ts*in-Use*'and in the individual station *Shares*% "Share of Radio Auditme* 
represents the proportion of the total radio audience listening to a particular station. V •' 

Where an FM station duplicates its corres- * Every rated hour given equal aeigfiL. 

ponding AM station’s program schedule in For this reason this Total Index is 

its entirety, the FV station aentions are not an arithmetic average of the 

coirbined with the AM station’s mentions. DayPart Indexes. 


not an arithmetic average of the 
DayPart Indexea. 














































l«il 


Total Coincidantal \^IU 
This Period_ 


HOOPER I^AD/O AUDIENCE INDEX 

CITY ZONE 


SHAKE or PAD/O AUDIENCE 

KCU KENT KOOe KTfiS KKKHe 
KRM)-ni KKOi-fU 


CiTYx SHRKVKPORr» u* 
MONTHS MARCH, 1951 


RADIO 

SETS-IN-USE 

KCU 

KENT 

(mbs) 

KU1D4> 

KRMD-ni 

(ABC) 

KTBS 

(NBC) 

17*2 

4«0 

9.7 

20.3 

14.6 

18.1 

5*6 

12.7 

11.4 

20.1 

20.9 

5«9 

23.4 

25.2 

24.6 

15*1 

14.2 

8.5 

19.6 

19.6 

29,5 


9e4 

12.0 

28.4 


TIME 

MON. THRU FRI. 
8:00 A.A4..I2K)0 NOON 

MON. THRU FRI. 
12:00 NOON-6:00 P.M. 

Wnday 

12:00 NOON-6:00 P.M. 

SATURDAY 
8:00 A.M.-6:00 P.M. 

SUN. THRU SAT. EVE. 
6:00 P.M.- I0j30 PJA, 


INDIVIDUAL EVENINGS 600 PAi- losso pm. 


SUNDAY 


MONDAY 


TUESDAY 


WEDNESDAY 


THURSDAY 


FRIDAY 


SATURDAY 


TOTAL* RATED 
TIME PERIODS 


33e5 


30ol 


33«0 


32«4 


28o7 


24^ 


24o4 


N 


NOTEt Reidio Station KCU signs off at 6t00 PM in Uaroho 


OTHER 



HOMES 

CALLED 


2,496 


3o770 


li,6a9 


3,139 


9.934 


1,420 


1,418 


1,425 


1,420 


*RKlio Seta*in>Uie'' is the percentage of Total Hones which are listening to the r^io. Ihew lis¬ 
tening to a second prograo over a secorxl radio set is reported in a hm. that fact if renected 

in both the "Radio Sets-in-Use”and in the individual atation "Shares**. “Share of Radio Audience 
represents the proportion of the total radio audience listening to a particular station. 

Where an FM station duplicates its corres- * Every rated hour given equal wigM. 

pondirv AM station's program schedule in For this reason this Total Index is 

Its entirety, the FV stolon mentions are not an arittetic average of the 

in^.witn the AM s(ation*a joentiona.^ ^ J^y’^***^*^ Indexes.^ .a a 


Southland 





































































YOUR CODE OF PRACTICE 
GOVERNING USE OF 
RADIO HOOPERATINGS 


"RADIO HOOPERATINGS” it published by C. K. Hooper, Inc., which firm pioneered and 
developed the methods on which this Report and other Hooper Broadcast Audience Reports 
are based. 

It is the function of this Report to establish measurements showing the comparative siie 
and distribution of broadcast audiences among telephone homes in the city tone of a spe¬ 
cific city. The actual homes to which these measurements apply are telephone homes listed 
Jn the telephone directory(ies) for this city which are included In the Non-Toll Call Area. 

The "RADIO HOOPERATINGS" for an individual city aone is based on interviewing which 
is also used to supply advertisers, agencies, talent firms, networks, stations, and station 
representatives with Ratings and other Indexes on their own and other competitive programs. 
It is typically produced with the joint financial support of the several stations serving that 
city. It is the aim of this statement to provide for the maximum constructive use of the Re¬ 
port, or of special tabulations or retabulations of its basic data without infringing on the 
rights and privileges of other factors in the industry, by outlining a plan of self-regulation 
governing its use by subscribing stations. 

WITHIN SUISCRIBERS’ ORGANIZATION 

No restriction is placed on the inside use of this Report by the personnel of the subscribing 
company, 

IN PERSONAl PRESENTATION OUTSIDE, IN PUBUSHEO PRESENTATION, 
ADVERTISEMENT OR REUASE 

Personal presentation, published presentation in printed, mimeographed or other duplicated 
form, including publication advertising, shall be as follows: 

a) Identified as to the actual title and date of the Report and at to timt-peiiod, and 
also the specific moath(s) and year upon which the information is based. 

b) Exact terminoloy of the Report is to be used with every figure quoted, i.e. "Ratings," 
"Radio Sets-in-Use,” "Share of Radio Audience,” "Available Homes,” "Morning, Af¬ 
ternoon and/or Evening RADIO AUDIENCE INDEX.” (Share of Radio Audience 
Report). 

c) This Report it bated on "City” telephone sample only (within Non-Toll-Call area): 
projections or other suggestions of applicability beyond this scope are not permissible. 

d) Quoted, published or otherwise duplicated material showing figures in combination 
(typically not reported by C. B. Hooper, Inc.) it statistically unsound and, therefore, 
prohibited. 

e) Claims, conclusions or generalisations not supported by this Report may not refer to 
it at source. 

I) No privilege of reference or quotation is extended to non-subscribers. 


DISTRIBUTION 

Personal copies of this Report will be furnished without additional charge to subscriber 
for us^ by hii executives, sslestnen (including Nxtionil Spot Representstives) »nd de¬ 
partment heads, provided a list of the individuals with accompanying titles to whom such 
copies are to be sent is furnfshed to and approved by C. E. Hooper, Inc., in advance of 
publication. 

C. E. Hooper, Inc, may offer evidence of listenership for sale to any station regardless of 
locality in which listening is discovered. Equitable rebate will be made to station inaugur¬ 
ating measurement in case of sale. 

The same limitations and privileges for use set forth here shall apply universally to all 
interim, "preliminary,” "advance” or special reports rendered which use its basic data, 
in whole or in part, as base. 

NOTE: Any additional use of the Measurements and/or Indexes appearing in this Report 
or any previously published Hooper Report, and/or any additional use of the basic data 
from which this Report is produced shall be at the discretion of C. E. Hooper, Inc., with 
due regard to the interest of all existing subscribers to Hooper Broadcast Audience Reports. 


SELF REGULATION AMONG SUBSCRIBERS 

To so implement self-regulation as to make it an actuality, we are providing below a 
procedure by which a station violating this “Code" may be suspended: 

Upon presentation of proof by a aubscriber(s) which convinces C. E. Hooper, Inc., of a 
violation of "Your Jode of Practice" by a subscriber, we will suspend service to the vio¬ 
lating station or company, when application is made by the remaining group of sub¬ 
scribers in that city and upon declaration of their willingness to share proportionately 
the violating station’s subscription allotment. 

If facts or figures are quoted or any statement is made on the authority of this Report, 
or of special tabulations using its basic data or similar measurements as source, C. E. 
Hooper, Inc., reserves the following right as a matter of policy: 

(1) To confirm the accuracy of facts or figures taken from this Report. 

(2) To publish the accurate facts when and if data accredited C. E. Hooper, Inc., are 
at variance with its records. 

(3) To cancel the subscription covering the affected period and to delete the subscribing 
station’s measurements. Ratings, Radio Sets-in-Use and/or other affected measure¬ 
ments, from the Reports if that station by a promotional campaign or otherwise in¬ 
validates such measurements as a reflection of actual listenership. 


0*00 


IN PUBUSHED MAHRIAL ONLY 

In addition to the above, in all duplicated material including publication advertising, no 
station is privileged to identify, except as station (or frequency) "B,” "C,” "D,” etc., any 
measurements of any other station, nor can any percentages for stations or frequencies be 
arbitrarily omitted from a "RADIO AUDIENCE INDEX” Report. When a “RADIO 
HOOPERATINGS” Report and/or a "RADIO AUDIENCE INDEX” is reproduced in 
'V— whole or in part (selected periods), the advertising station’s indexes shall appear at extreme 

i-X. left of comparative table and under his call-letters. Other stations labeled "B,” "C," 

^ "D,” etc., shall follow, arranged from left to right, in order of average all-day, all-evening 

* audience Indexes from highest to lowest. This computation is merely a device to determine 

arrangement order. See paragraph (d). 


This Report is furnished on request under a continuing subscription and with the under¬ 
standing that use of it will conform strictly with "Your Code of Practice” set forth herein. 
The Report is based on responses obtained by field investigators who are trained to inter¬ 
view respondents in the manner set forth in the Field Manual for Hooper Radio and Tele¬ 
vision Reporters. Measurements, constantly in operation, are taken to test the validity of 
each interviewer’s work. Safeguards to the accuracy of the responses are also introduced in 
the interviewing. The contents of this Report are believed by C. E. Hooper, Inc. to be 
reliable within the limits of statistical variations inherent in all sampling operations. How¬ 
ever since the contents are based on acceptance of responses as made, they cannot properly 
be guaranteed by C. E. Hooper, Inc. 


J.A.68-A 
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Total Coincidental v^lls 
This Period_- 


HOOPER /^A/?/0 AUDIENCE INDEX 

CITY ZONE 


SHARE OF /fA£>/0 AUDIENCE 


• « 

CITl: SHREVtPORT, U. 
MONTH : April, 1951 


TIME 

MON. THRU FRI. 
8:00 A.AA.-I2:00 NOON 

MON. THRU FRI. 
12:00 NOON-6:00 P.M. 

SUNDAY 

12:00 NOON.6:00 P.M. 

SATURDAY 
8:00 A.M-6:00 P.M 

SUN. THRU SAT. EVE. 
6:00 P.M- 10:30 P.M. 


RADIO KCIJ 
SETS-IN-USC 


KRUH KIfKIH- 

KSff KIUO-PU KTBS KWKH>P; 

(mbs) (abc) (mbc) (cbs) 

9.5 19.8 13.8 53.4 

11.4 14.3 22.5 42.9 

18.3 22.5 20.8 20.4 


26.3 


INDIVIDUAL EVENINGS 


12.6 10.3 18.1 18.3 

14.9 12.1 28.9 


PJL- 10:30 PA\. 


38.2 



SUNDAY 


MONDAY 


TUESDAY 


WEDNESDAY 


THURSDAY 


RIDAY 


SATURDAY 


25.2 


27.6 


27.0 


27.0 


30.8 


22.9 


22.7 


13.8 

20.7 

20.7 - 

--44,3 

11.9 

7.0 

20.7 

59.9 

17.2 

ISI 

37.2 

40.9 

16.3 

il.O 

35.3 

36.2 

13.0 

11.9 

29.6 

44.6 

15.2 

23.8 

27.9 

32.0 

17.8 

B3I 

30.9 

42.4 

0 R T E 


H 

> H R E 


OTMER 

UA6>FiM 


HOAAES 

CALLED 


3,794 

5,655 

1,885 

3,150 




1,415 


1,396 


1,403 


1,412 


TOTAL* RATED 
TIME PERIODS 


NOT 


NOTE: Radio Station KCIJ signs off at 6|I5 PU in April. 


"RkIIo Setfin>Uie*'is the percentage of Total Honea which are liatening to the radio. !£•* - 

tening to a second prograei over a aecond radio aet if reported in a haaw, that fact la redacted 
in both the "Radio Sets-in«Use"and in the individual atation "diarea’*. “Share of Radio Audlenca f 


repreeenta the proportion of the total radio audience liatening to a particular atation. 

Where an FW atation duplicatea ita correa- * 

ponding AM atation'a program ach^ule in For thia reason tnia Total Inwx is 

ita entirety, the FW atation awntions are not an arittetic average of the 

coobined with the AM station's mentions. Day-FSrt Indexes. 


1951, C.E. 


INC. The Code of Practice governing the use of "RADIO KXfCRATUOS"applies to this "RADIO AIDUNCB INCCC. ** 


Southla 





























































FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE 

Space has been provided in the "Radio Hooperatings” section of this Report for program names to be in¬ 
serted for each station by time-periods. 

Any program whose name is listed herein without an acconpanying symbol, has been broadcast consistently 
during the entire report period. An asterisk immediately following the program name indicates that the 
program was not broadcast consistently, but was broadcast during a majority of the months surveyed. For 
those time-periods during which a miscellaneous group of programs was broadcast, none of which was on 
during a majority of the months surveyed, the name of the last program broadcast during this report per¬ 
iod is listed and is enclosed in parenthesis. 

Absence of program names indicates either that programming was not furnished C. E. Hooper, Inc., or that 
in a reported half-hour period two or more fifteen-minute programs were broadcast, or that in a Monday 
thru Friday reported period no one program was broadcast on all five days. 

It is to be noted that where regular program talent is listed instead of program name, there may have 
been substitute talent within the period comprehended oy this Report. 

All the program names appearing in this Report are obtained from subscribing stations. Should mistakes 
in names occur, the percentages of "Radio Sets-in-Use" and "Rating" may nevertheless be considered cor¬ 
rect for the station. 
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Average Calls per Dav ‘ -<e 1/4 Hour 393 



RADIO HOOPERATINGS 

CITY: SHREVEPORT, U. 

MONTHS: MARCH-APRIL, 1951 


Total Homes Called 8t00 A.U. TO MOO P.M. » 7,660 




M 






QtOO 19 


8tl5 23^ 


8»30 15.1 


8t45 18. 


9*00 16. 


9il5 10.7 


9*30 16. 


9i45 17.1 


I0«00 16,7 


lot 15 16.2 


I0i30 16 


I0i45 14.0 


MiOO 17. 


I It 15 18 


11130 22. 


11145 20.3 


12100 23 


I2i 15 15.9 


I2t30 16.2 


12145 14.4 


Ait nporttd rruMumtun/s toJtJ on 


K B N T 


PROGRAM 

UBS 


Platter Party 


Pightlng Fire ♦ 


Cecil Brown, News 


Variety Playhouse 


Fire Fighters 


Prayer Time ♦ 


Ladies Fair 


Lanny Ross 


Bing Crosby 






Cedrio Foster ♦ 


Lunchsoi Date 


« m ^ 


In Bossier Today ♦ 


Total Hotms CalltJ. 



KRUDi-KRU 


PROGRAM 

A B 


U 0 N 



THRU P R I 


K T B S 




Alex Dreler, News 


Bill Wells Show 



Red Foley 


News-Bob Jone'^s 


^eak the Bank 



Jade Bench Show 


Dave Garroway 


Back to the Bible 


Deep South Quartet * 





He w»-Wayne 


Lddie Arnold 


TisuBone-Farwi News 


Two for the Show 


0 No listeners fomd in sanple.' 


5 


2.8 


5 


2.2 




KWKH+KWKH- 


PROGRAM 

CBS 


Van Sickle, Hews 


Jeun bores 


Newe-Concerns You 


Arthur Godfrey 



Grand Slcun 
Roaenary 


Wendy Warren 


Aunt Jenny 


Helen Trent 


ninS' 


Red Sovlne 


Juniper Jvntrtion 


News, Van Sickle 


Guidi 



Inclndu fiot minatts of other pngjramminj^. 
For other symbols stt paff preetdinf, poff 1. 
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CITY: SHREVEPORT, U. 






RADlb HOOPERATINGS 


V 


MONTHS: MARCH-APRIL, 1951 


4 


Total Homes Called |:00 P.M. TO 6«00 P.M* - 7,856 


MONDAY 


THRU 


FRIDAY DAYTIME 


ll« 

m 

K C I J 

KENT 


K T B S 

■llilUlHIHJB 

PROGRAM 


PROGRAM 

(MBS) 

um 

PROGRAM 

(ABC) 

um 

PROGRAM 

(NBC) 


PROGRAM 

(CBS) 

B3 

1 «oo 



2.3 

Gabriel Heatter * 

0.7 


2.1 

Double or Nothing 

3.3 


— 1 

7.1 

Ills 

BE 


l.t 

Harvey Harding Sing! 

^9 


1.5 

« N • 

1.3 

Perry Mason 

10.3 

1*30 

IH 


1,4 

Personality Tiiee 

HS 


f.5 


m 

This Is Nora Drake 

9.2 

l<45 

17.6 


0.2 

Kate Smith 

IX) 


1,7 

Newa-Jonee 

2.9 

^irfiter Day 

li.i 

n 

19.0 


2.8 

Poole's Paradise * 

HB 


2,2 

Life>Beautiful 

EB 

Hilltop Houss 

9.2 

2* 15 



1.3 

M « a 

IH 


EB 

lload of Life 

5.6 

Or. PAul Show 

m 

-1 

2*30 

IS 


0.9 

m • a 

1.3 


1,8 

Pepper Young 

6.1 


5.4 

2*45 



0.6 

« • a 

2,2 


0.8 

Right to Happiness 

6,1 

« 

m 

3*00 



1,5 

Oaaptom Radio 

m 



Baolcstage Wife 

4.9 

Big Si star 

5.2 

3* 15 

tSi 


l.l 

m • 

IH 


m 

Stella Dallas 


Ms Perfeins 

eBI 

3*30 

m 


m 

n • 

n 


n 

Lorenio Jones 


Young Dr. Halons 

BH 

3*45 


■■■■ 

1.2 

m » 

3.5 


2,2 

Nldder Brown 

1^1 

Saddls Serenads 


4*00 

18.1 


1.4 

Tea and Trumpets 

m 


l.l 

When a Girl Marries 

6.0 

Golden Gate Quartet * 

7.1 

4*15 

21,0 


1.4 

e « m 

1.4 


3.0 

Portia Faces Life 


Gkro(nrle*a Boogie 

11.7 

4*30 

IB 


00 

• 

• o 

e e da 

m 


IBS 

Just Plain Bill 

m 

n m 

IH 

4*45 

18,6 


2,2 

n m e a 

2.3 


3.3 


2.7 

m n 

8.1 

5*00 

20,5 


0,6 


3.3 


EB 

Bill Veils 

EB 

World of Sports 

9.2 

5*15 

18.2 


0*5 


n 



• • 

3.8 

Husieal Brisfs 


5*30 

m 


1,1 


5.1 


4X) 

Nsws-Jonss 

4.8 

EEBSEHflB 

8.8 

5*45 

20.7 


HI 


5.5 


m\ 


H 


Ell 


im 

illBL 


um 


0.5 


0.4 


OX) 


0.7 


OX) 


OX) 


0.2 


Sl^ 


OX) 


0.0 




SLQ. 


0.4 


OX) 




0.0 


0.3 




iLiI 


Q.fl 


All rtporttd mattmtmum ktutd m Tttal Hma CalUi. 


^ Imlitdts jivi minutts #/ tthtr pn^ramminf,. 
F(ff Hbtr ^Ms jt* pMf^t pr$€td$tif^ p 0 f^t 1. 




CE. HOOPER, INC. 


P«9« 3 




J.A. 73 
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BEST COPY 


Average Calls per Day t 1/2 Hour 314 



RADIO HOOPERATINGS 

QJY: SHREVEPORT, U. 

MONTHS: fmcH-APRiL, 1951 

Total Homes Called 8«(X) A.M. to 6i00 P.M. - 6,289 

SATURDAY DAYTIME 




IliOO 


Ill30 


12100 


t2i30 18 


2*00 12 . 


2*30 13.1 


3130 

1 

4100 

1 

4t30 

1 

5*00 

1 


KENT 



Vftrltfty Favorites 


Tunes for Teens 


Hollywood Calling 


Your Hone beautiful 0.8 




Uan on the Pam 


Singing Firemen 


The Dude Rancher 


U9 


1.9 


2.6 


tashlngtoir'Yoiuree Or. | ,2 


Saturday Matinee * 0.4 


Synphonies for Youth* 0«8 



Bobby Benson * 


Challeng»*Yikon * 




All nporttJ tmajttrmtnts kastd cn Total Houttt CalM. 


0 No listeners found in 


K T B S 




Arohie Andrews 


Smilln* Ed McConnell 


Yomg Amerioans Club 


Back to the Bible 



Fara & Hone Hour 


Salute-Reservists * 


Red Hot 'n Blues 




KNKH-i-KWKH- 


PROGRAM 

CBS) 


I 



g 


r 


Mike 


RefreshsMnt Tine 


Let*a 


Theatre 


Theatre of Toda: 


Grand Central Station 8.2 


Wilburn Brothers) 8.1 


9.3 


Misio-Homel Girls 


Stars over Hollywood , 3.1 


2 


Songs for Sale 2 




Ul 


9 ^ Intludts jivt mituitts of otbtr program,, 
For otbtr symbols stt papf promdinf^ 




































































































































































h:-' j,. 


V - C 


' IMPORTANT 

In inl«rpr«ting kh# tignificanc* of kh« Hooporakingi published in 
khis Repork, ik should be borne in mind khak each such raking is a 
measuremenk of ackual exposure of khe audience ko khe adverkise* 
ment As such, ik is Radio's equivalenk of an accurake readership 
record of a prinked adverkisemenk. 

Ik should nok be confused wikh circulakion. Radio skakion 
"circulakion” is measured by khe highesk skandard and reporked in 
khe mosk relevank dekail in khe Hooper "Area Coverage Index". 



f ♦ » 


r 5 ^S' 



SHREVEPORT, LA. 

FALL-WINTER REPORT 

October, 1951 thru February, 1952 

(CENTRAL STANDARD TIMB) 










IONS rOMMfSSl^ 














1 y 

i/to.. 

liT of BROADCAST AUDIENCES 


Tills Report is bosed on somplfiKi teleplione 
homes wUhln Als rtty* usbug the telefdione co> 
inrfH^^ntoil motikod oi inlofvlewlim* The Sic itlon 
Andience Mim******”'*'*'** ooinfcilned hseeta# 
Rievefoce« do not leflecl the oodlenoe in oDreem 
^onlBide^ 



C. E. HOOPER, INC. 

BROADCAST AUDIENCE MEASUREMENTS 


NORWALK 


NEW YORK NORV 

COPYRIGHT 1952 BY C. E. HOOPER, INC. 
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YOUR CODE OF PRACTICE 
GOVERNING USE OF 
RADIO HOOPERATINGS 


“RADIO HOOPERATINGS" it published by C. B. Hooper, Inc., which firm pioneered and 
developed the methods on which this Report and other Hooper Broadcast Audience Reports 
are based. 

It is the (unction o( this Report to establish measurements showing the comparative site 
and distribution of broadcast audiences among telephone homes in the city aone of a spe> 
cific city. The actual homes to which these measurements apply are telephone homes listed 
jn the telephone directory(ies) for this city which are included in the Non-Toll Call Area. 

The "RADIO HOOPERATINGS" for an individual city tone is based on interviewing which 
is also used to supply advertisers, agencies, talent firms, networks, stations, and station 
representatives with Ratings and other Indexes on their own and other competitive programs. 
It is typically produced with the joint financial support of the several stations serving that 
city. It is the aim of this statement to provide for the maximum constructive use of the Re¬ 
port, or of special tabulations or retabulations of its basic data without infringing on the 
rights and privileges of other (actors in the industry, by outlining a plan of self-regulation 
governing its use by subscribing stations. 

WITHIN SUBSCRIBERS* ORGANIZATION 

No restriction is placed on the inside use of this Report by the personnel of the subscribing 
company, 

IN PERSONAL PRESENTATION OUTSIDE, IN PUBLISHED* PRESENTATION, 
ADVERTISEMENT OR RELEASE 

Personal presentation, published presentation in printed, mimeographed or other duplicated 
form, including publication advertising, shall be as follows: 

a) Identified as to the actual title and date of the Report and as to time-period, and 
also the specific month(s) and year upon which the information is based. 

b) Exact terminoloy of the Report is to be used with every figure quoted, i.e. “Ratings," 
"Radio Sets-in-Use," "Share of Radio Audience," "Available Homes," "Morning, Af¬ 
ternoon and/or Evening RADIO AUDIENCE INDEX.” (Share of Radio Audience 
Report). 

c) This Report is based on "City" telephone sample only (within Non-Toll-Call area): 
projections or other suggestions of applicability beyond this scope are not permissible. 

d) Quoted, published or otherwise duplicated material showing figures in combination 
(typically not reported by C. E. Hooper, Inc.) is statistically unsound and, therefore, 
prohibited. 

e) Claims, conclusions or generalisations not supported by this Report may not refer to 
it as source. 

f) No privilege of reference or quotation is extended to non-subscribers. 

IN PUBLISHED MATERIAL ONLY 

In addition to the above, in all duplicated material including publication advertising, no 
station is privileged to identify, except as station (or frequency) "B," "C," "D," etc., any 
measurements of any other station, nor can any percentages for stations or frequencies be 
arbitrarily omitted from a “RADIO AUDIENCE INDEX" Report. When a "RADIO 
HOOPERATINGS" Report and/or a “RADIO AUDIENCE INDEX" is reproduced in 
whole or in part (selected periods), the advertising station's indexes shall appear at extreme 
} left of comparative table and under his call-letters. Other stations labeled "B." "C," 
"D," etc., shall follow, arranged from left to right, in order of average all-day, all-evening 
audience indexes from highest to lowest. This computation is merely a device to determine 
arrangement order. See paragraph (d). 


DISTRIBUTION 

Personal copies of this Report will be furnished without additional charge to subscriber 
for use by his executives, saiesmen (inciuding National Spot Representatives) and de¬ 
partment heads, provided a list of the individusls with accompanying titles to whom such 
copies are to be sent is furnished to and approved by C. E. Hooper, Inc., in advance of 
publication. 

C. E. Hooper, Inc, may offer evidence of iistenership for sale to any station regardless of 
locality in which listening is discovered. Equitable rebate will be made to station inaugur¬ 
ating measurement in case of sale. 

The same limitations and privileges for use set forth here shall apply universally to all 
interim, "preliminary," "advance" or special reports tendered which use its basic data, 
in whole or in part, as base. 

NOTE: Any additional use of the Measurements and/or Indexes appearing in this Report 
or any previously published Hooper Report, and/or any additional use of the basic data 
from which this Report is produced shall be at the discretion of C. E, Hooper, Inc., with 
due regard to the interest of all existing subscribers to Hooper Broadcast Audience Reports. 


SELF REGULATION AMONG SUBSCRIBERS 

To so implement self-regulation as to make it an actuality, we are providing below a 
procedure by which a station violating this "Code” may be suspended: 

Upon presentation of proof by a subscriberfs) which convinces C. E. Hooper, Inc., of a 
violation of "Your Code of Practice" by a subscriber, we will suspend service to the vio¬ 
lating station or company, when application is made by the remaining group of sub¬ 
scribers in that city and upon declaration of their willingness to share proportionately 
the violating station's subscription allotment. 

If facts or figures are quoted or any statement is made on the authority of this Report, 
or of special tabulations using its basic data or similar measurements as source. C. E. 
Hooper, Inc., reserves the following right as a matter of policy: 

(1) To confirm the accuracy of facts or figures taken from this Report. 

(2) To publish the accurate facts when and if data accredited C. E. Hooper, Inc., arc 
at variance with its records. 

(3) To cancel the subscription covering the affected period and to delete the subscribing 
station’s measurements. Ratings, Radio Sets-in-Use and/or other affected measure¬ 
ments. from the Reports if that station by a promotional campaign or otherwise in¬ 
validates such measurements as a reflection of actual Iistenership. 


0*00 


This Report is furnished on request under a continuing subscription and with the under¬ 
standing that use of it will conform strictly with "Your Code of Practice" set forth herein. 
The Report is bated on responses obtained by field investigators who are trained to inter¬ 
view respondents in the manner set forth in the Field Manual for Hooper Radio and Tele¬ 
vision Reporters. Measurements, constantly in operation, are taken to test the validity of 
each interviewer's work. Safegusrds to the accuracy of the responses are also introduced in 
the interviewing. The contents of this Report are believed by C. B. Hooper, Inc. to be 
reliable within the limits of statistical variations inherent in all sampling operations. How¬ 
ever since the contents are based on acceptance of responses as made, they cannot properly 
be guaranteed by C. E. Hooper, Inc. 


Ats-lf 
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THE REPORT 


INTRODUCTION 

RADIO HOOPERATINGS 


SAMPLE 


This Report contains (1) '‘RADIO AUDIENCE INDEX" for Weekday 
Monday thru Friday •Morning", for Weekday Monday thru Friday 
"Afternoon", and for Weekday Monday thru Friday "Evening" 6:00- 
8:00‘PM based on the coincidental calls during those periods: 
(2) "RADIO ROOFERATINGS" by quarter-hour averages for Monday 
thru Friday 8:00 AM - 8:00 PM. 

METHOD 

Every figure appearing in this Report is a percentage, either 
using as 100% the total sample called during the period re¬ 
ported on (example: "Radio Sets- in~Use" and "Rat in/^s, or, 
in the case of "Share of Radio Audience" comparisons, using as 
100% that segment of the sample that was found listening or 
looking during the period reported on. 

All percentages contained in this Report are based on data se¬ 
cured by telephone interviews under precise rules and regula¬ 
tions set forth in "HOOPER RADIO AND TELEVISION REPORTERS' 
FIELD MANUAL", which achieves uniformity and comparability in 
the field work during all time periods, between all stations, 
programs, networks, cities, etc. These rules apply to the de¬ 
tailed procedure to be followed by the interviewer in asking 
the following coincidental questions and recording the answers 
to: 

1, ‘Were you (looking at television or*) listening to 

your radio just now?" 

(Interviewers alternate the order of asking "look¬ 
ing at televis ion" and "listening to your radio") 

2. ‘What program, please?" 3, ‘What station, please?" 

4, "Is someone else in your home using another set^" 

5, ‘What program, please?" 

6, "What station, please?" 

* Tetevision question asked only in cities where Tele¬ 
vision can be received. 

Results obtained from the first and fourth questions above are 
used for computation of "Radio Sets-in-Use" percentages. The 
data on stations "being looked at or listened to" (coincidental) 
are used to compute the distribution of audience among the 
several stations. 


Uniform tabulation procedures and formulae are applied to pro¬ 
duce comparable percentages which are presented here as com¬ 
parative measurements to audiences in the sample surveyed. The 
actual number of coincidental calls made during the periods 
covered by the "RADIO AUDIENCE INDEX" will be found as a part 
of that section of this Report. Likewise the actual number of 
homes called during each daytime and evening period is shown 
in the "RADIO HOOPERATINGS" pages. 

The sample upon which this Report is based is a random selection 
of telephone homes located within the Non-Toll-Call area of 
this city. Inasmuch as the sample does not include homes out¬ 
side the Non-Toll-Call area, the Report does not measure the 
total Audience to any station. 

DEFINITIONS 

1) "Radio Sets-in-Use" is the percentage of Total Homes which 
are listening to the radio. Where listening to a second 
program over a second radio set is reported in a home, that 
fact is reflected in both the "Radio Sets-in-Use" and in 
the individual station and/or time period ratings. 

2) "Ratings" are based on Total Homes and report the size of 
the audience to the particular program and/or station. The 
sum of the "Ratings" may exceed the percent of the "Radio 
Sets-in-Use", The name of the station, of the program, 
of identifiable talent, or of the sponsor is accepted as 
evidence of listening to a particular station. 

3) "Share of Radio Audience" represents the proportion of the 
total radio audience listening to a particular program and/ 
or station. This share, being unaffected by seasonal varia¬ 
tions which may affect the size of both the Hooperating and 
the Sets, serves as a continuous comparative index to the 
program's and/or station's "competitive pull". 

4) "Other AM, Fki" includes local or distant radio stations 
"mentioned" which individually do not consistently total 
1.0% of the listeners during the period reported on. 

5) "Not at Home*‘ is percentage of total homes in which tele¬ 
phone is not answered. Interviewer waits for six rings. 

6) "Available Homes" is percentage of total homes in which 
persons are "at home and awake"* It, plus "Not at Home", 
totals 100%. 


For SCHEDULE OF INTERVIEWING See Following Page 
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PRIVILEGE OF USE 
Advertiser, Agency, Network: 

Advertiser, agency and network subscribers are not privileged to disclose 
contents of this report to a non-subscribing station or its representative(s). 
Penalty: withdrawal of service. 

Stations, Representatives: 

Unauthorized possession or use of contents of this report by non-subscribing 
station or its representative(s) automatically creates liability for full sub¬ 
scription cost. Station subscribers in this city are: 

KCIJ KENT KRMO KTBS KWKH 


Schedule of Interviewing 

Interviewing for evening hoars after 8:00 P.M, local'time and for Sunday 
Daytine is conducted daring the weeks of the 1st through the 7th*and the 
8th through the 14th each month. Interviewing for Saturday‘Daytine is 
conducted during the weeks of the 8th through the mth and^the 15th 
through:21st-each month. Interviewing for daytine hours is conducted 
during the week of the I5th through.the 2lst each month. 
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STATION AND CITY DATA 


SflUEyWORT, tAo 


STATION DATAt 


STATION 

MANAGEMENT STAFF 

NATIONAL SALES 
REPRESENTATIVE 

NETWORK 

FREQUENCY 

IN KILOCYQES 

POWER IN WAHS 
Doy Evening 

KCIJ 

John H. pace, O.m. a C.h. 

Adam j. Young, jr., me. 

ind. 

980 

6,000 

— 

KENT 

Frank H. Ford, Otmer & O.M. 

Frank h. FOrd, jr., C.M. 

The walker Company, inc. 

MBS 

1 550 

1.000 

600 

KR1D 

Olenn V. Wilson, Mgr. 

W. L. Switzer, Sta. Dir. 

Weed it Company 

ABC 

1340 

250 

250 

KTOS 

E, Newton Wray, O.m. 

Deane R, Flett, Prog. Dir. 

Clias. F. Miltesldes, jr., C.M. 

Blward petry it Company, inc. 

NBC 

710 

10,000 

5,000 

KWKH 

Henry B. Clay, a.M. 

B. 0. Robertson, C«H. 

The Branhan Company 

CBS 

1130 

50,000 

50,000 


CITY DATA 


POPULATION; 


125,426 

NUMBER FAMILIES; 


37,900 

NUMBER RADIO FAMILIES: 

33,280 

% RADIO FAMILIES; 


87.8 

COMPOSITION OF POPULATION: 

Native White 

M- 

29 , 325 


F- 

31.361 

Foreign-born White 

M- 

823 


F- 

637 

i^ro 

M- 

15.948 


F- 

20.027 

Other Races 

M- 

34 


F- 

12 


OCCUPATIONS: 

Professionol ond Semi-Professional 

8.7» 

Proprietors, Manoqers, Officiols_ 

-9*3^ 

Clerical, Soles ar>d Kindred 

21.4 

Craftsmen, Foremen and Kindred 

10.3 

Operatives 

1 3.3 

Domestic Service 

16.3 

Service 

n .9 

Laborers, except farm 

7.8 

Miscellaneous 

1.0 


IV EMPLOYMENT; 


Construction 

6.0» 

Manufacturing-- 

- Ii.8 

Transportation, Communication 

9.2 

Wholesole ond retail trade 

23.9 

Finance, insuronce, real estote 

3.7 

Busirtess and repair services 

2.5 

Personal services 

24.3 

Amusement, recreation 

1 .3 

Professional ond related 

8.0 

Government 

2.9 

Miscellaneous 

5.6 


V RETAIL SALES: I 184.119.000 

t As of MWch 1 , 1962 




*o 

SOURCE OE CITY DATA. PopuloAlon l950C«5iut. Retail Sal««(t949 E<t.) — “Sokt Manog«n«nt, Svrvay of twylng Powor" (Copyright. 1950, Solot Monogoaionli Pvrthor roprodvctton nof 
llconiod), Numbor EomIIIoi, Nwabor Bodio Foaillloi. % Rodio EomIIIm — “Rodio Eomillot — USA. 1949 BMB.'* CoMpo«lllo« of RopnloHoii, OccvpoHoo. EapleyMiil—”U.S. Contot, 1940*' 
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BEST COP 




ToUkl CoinckUnlal Calls _ _ 

This Period HOOPEI 

SHREVEPORT AVERAGE RATING OP REPORTED STATIONS* 

W«»kd«y Nomirtg 3»5p weskday Afternoon 3«5p Evening 6*9 


HOOPER /^AZVO AUDIENCE INDEX 

6.9 C»TY zone 


SHARE OF /fAH/O AUDIENCE 


CTIY: SHREVEPORTp LA« 

MONTHS: ocTOBERp 1951 thru 
FEBRUARY, 1952 


•riAir KAwiv CTMD^rM 

TIME SCTS.IN.USC / \ / V i 

(mbs) (abc) ( 

MON. THRU FRI. , 

6;00 A.M.-I2K)0 NOON 16.2 lOoS t7o5 1 

\2iOO NOON-6:00 P.M. 

n AA *2,It 18.6 25.6 J 

I2K)0 NOON-6:00 P.M. 

A>00 Aa^A-AiOO PAA 
SUN. THRU SAT. EVE. 

6K)0 P.M.-10:30 P.M. ' 


INDIVIDUAL EVENINGS 6:00 PJA:^ io:3o 


SUNDAY 


MONDAY 


TUESDAY 


WEDNESDAY 


THURSDAY 


miDAY 


SATURDAY 


27.9 


28.4 


27.8 


28.1 


28.4 


25.5 


20.3 




TOTAL* RATED 
TIAAC 


24.1 

46.7 

24.3 

60.5 

32.8 

47.0 

38.4 

38.5 

37.9 

40.6 

19.6 

31.9 

22.8 



NOT REPORTS 


IN S H 


0 R T 


t The ftbove meaqurenents are adjusted to ccmpensat* for the faot that Radxo 
Station KCIJ si^s off at local sunset. 


OTHER HOMES 
MA6>FM C ALL ED 


6.230 


9,253 



3p745 I 

CO 

- O 

C 

6,216 5 

::a M ch 

- . fu . 

3 > 

Qj • 

19,501 o 

hi 00 


2,790 


.. 2,785 


2,779 


2,764 


2,773 


2,806 


2,004 



*Ihdlo Sets*in*Uie'* it the percenteie of Total Hooea ahich aro liatcning to the radio. Hwm lie* 
tening to a eacond orograa over a second radio aet is reported in a hoae. that fact if ranactad 
in both the "Itedio SeU-in>Uee"and in the individual station •Sharaa**. ‘'^re of Radio Audience** . 
represents the proportion of the total radio audience liatening to a particular station. 

atiere an FW station duplicates its correa* ♦ RFsry rated hour liven cqwl MigM. 

ponding AM atation*e prograss schedule in For this reason tnia Total ^rdea is 

Its entirety, the FM stolon sentions are not an arithsntic average of the « 

co^in^ witn AM stftion*a qenticgia. ^ DayRsrt JndeiHS. . 

A A A . A_ 













































































Total Coincidental Calls 
This Period _ 


HOOPER /^A/VO AUDIENCE INDEX 

CITY ZONE 


SHARE OF fiA£/0 AUDIENCE 


; » ’ . , » 
CITT: SfflEVEPORT, Uo 

MONTHS: october-noveubsr, 1951 



TIME 

MON. THRU FRI. 
8:00 A.M..I2K)0 NOON 

MON. THRU FRI. 
12:00 NOON-6:00 P.M. 

SUNDAY 

12:00 NOON>6:00 P.M. 

SATURDAY 
8:00 A.M.-6:00 P.M. 


SUN. THRU SAT. EVE. 

6:00 P.A1- I0s30 PM, to A 


RADIO 

SETS-IN.USE 

KCIJ 

KENT 

(UBS) 

KRID^ 

KRW~PU 

(ABC) 

KTBS 

(nbc) 

KWKH4> 

KWKH-FM 

(CBS) 

17.1 

17.9 

10.2 

19.9 

10.2 

41.2 

15.5 

2?.7t 

6*3 

9.8 

22.1 

37.3 

16.3 

11*71 

19.1 

24.5 

19.6 

25.5 

16.6 

26.3t 

8.8 

15.0 

17A 

30.6 


13.5 28.9 43.9 


INDIVIDUAL EVENINGS 6:00 PM^ lo.oo pj^ 


SUNDAY 

MONDAY 

TUESDAY 

WEDNESDAY 

THURSDAY 

FRIDAY 

SATURDAY 

TOTAL* RATCO 
TIME PEJUOOS 


25.9 
28.5 
26.2 

28.9 

26.9 

25.7 

29.7 

K 0 T 


,9.3 19.4 23.3 47.3 


4.8 2i.2 


14.7 

1 _ 

R E P oIr T E D 


63.6 


8.5 9.3 38.9 41.7 
6*7 16.3 36.3 36.0 
11.1 10.7 40.5 35.7 
23.5 26.9 16.8 28.6 


?3«e 52.0 

SHkEVElpCRr 


t Th4 abovD mtaBurements art adjustad to ooapensato for the K^ot that Radio 
Station KCIJ Blgnt off at 5845 PM in October and at 5^15 PU in Noiember. 


OTHER 

HOMES 

UM6'FM 

CALLED 

0.6 

2,566 

U7 

3,640 

UO 

1,503 

2*9 

2,470 


1*5 

7,791 


0.8 

1,104 

1 

0.7 

1,120 

3.6 

1,118 

0.8 

1,106 

2.0 

1,113 

4.2 

1,122 

0.7 

1,108 


"Radio Sets*in*Use*' ii the percentage of Total Hooet which are liatening to the radio, ^fbere lit* 

tening to a second program over a second radio act it reported in a home, that fact if reflected 

in bcnh the **tMio Sets>in>Use'* and in the individual station "Shares'*. **Share of Radio Audience* 
represents the proportion of the total radio audience listening to a particular station. 

Where an FM station duplicates its corres- ♦ rated hour given eqwl weight, 

ponding station's program schedule in For this reason this Total Index la 

Its entirety, the Flf station nentions are not an arithmetic average of the 

conbin^ with the AM station's mentions. DayPart Indexes. 


aFVRIGHT 1951 pC.E. HXFER. INC. The Code of Practice governing the use of "RADIO HXFERATINQS" applies to this "RADIO AtHISCE INDEX.** 
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ToIa) Coincidental Callt 
This Period >7^687_ 


HOOPER RAD/O AUDIENCE INDEX 

CITY ZONE 


SHARE OF RADIO AUDIENCE 


CriYs SHREVEPORT, LAo 
MONTHS: NOVEUBER»DECEUBER, 1951 


TIME 

MON. THRU FRI. 
8:00 A.M.-I2K>0 NOON 

MON. THRU FRI. 
12:00 NOON-6:00 P.M. 


RADIO 

SSTS-IN.USE 

KCIJ 

KENT 

(mbs) 

xnOH- 

KFUD^Fl 

(abc) 

KTBS 

(nbc) 

KRKHf- 

KirKK“F1 

(CBS) 

18.9 

17.4 

13*6 

17,9 

M.4 

3B.9 

17.1 

24, It 

8,1 

12,3 

20,2 

38.0 

18.7 

I4,3t 

17.6 

23,8 

20,1 

25.9 

16,5 

24,8! 

11.6 

16,1 

16,1 

30. i 

28,0 


12.5 

13,0 

28,1 

45,1 


^NDAY 10,7 ,4 31 ,7 6 23,8 

12:00 NOON-6:00 P.M. 

8:00 A.A\.-8K)0 P.A^ 

SUN. THRU SAT. EVE. _ ^ 

6:00 P.M.- 10*30 P.M, 

INDIVIDUAL EVENINGS 6.00 PAl*. 10*30 pja. 


SUNDAY 

MONDAY 

TUESDAY 

WEDNESDAY 

THURSDAY 

raiDAY 

SATURDAY 


28.4 

31.1 

27.2 

26.4 
27.8 

26.4 

29.4 


10,3 

18.1 

22.3 

M.i 

4.5 

21.2 

9,8 

9,4 

38.0 

6.1 

14,6 

41,9 

7o9 

11.9 

41,9 

30.0 

25,3 

13,5 

13.9 

8,6 

1 f 

19.1 


REPORTED 


4?,9 

62,2 

42,0 

36.6 


_ ^ ^ ^ _ REPORTED Il| SI R 

t The above measurements are adjusted to compensate for the fact that Radio 
Station KCIJ slffis off at 5*15 Pli In November and Deoemher. 


56.6 

R E V I P 0 R 


OTHER HOAACS 
Uyt6.FM CALLED 


2,416 

3,600 


1,500 


f/> 

O 

C 

2,50a g: 

tD »-• Ch 

-. P • 

3 > 

7,708 Ch • 

O 

W Op 

-IaJ X w 

p* 

_ H* 

O' 

1,106 H* 

-- ci- 

1.117 

—=- c<N 

1,114 

1,113 

1,100 

1.118 

1,120 I 


"Ralio Sets-in*Use** is the percentage of Total Homes which are listening to the radio. Where lis¬ 
tening to a second program over a second radio set is reported in a home, that fact if reflected 

in binh the “IMio Sets-in'Uee" and in the individual station *9iares**. "Share of Radio Audience** 
represents the proportion of the total radio audierKe listening to a particular station. 

Where an m station duplicates its corres- W Every rated hour given equal weigM. 

ponding Mi itation's program sch^ule in For this reason this Total Index is 

its entirety, the ni station oentions are not an arithswtic average of the 

co^in^ oitn the AM atation's mentions. Day-Psrt Indexes. 

...A A A * 


not an arithswtic average of the 
Day-Pert Indexes. 








Total Coincidantal Calls 
This Period_ 


HOOPER RADIO AUDIENCE INDEX 

CITY ZONE 


SHARE OF RADIO AUDIENCE 


CITY: SHREVEPORT, Uc 


MONTHS: 


DECEMBER, 1951 • 
JANUARY, 1952 


TIME 

MON. THRU FRI. 
8:00 A.M.-I2K)0 NOON 

MON. THRU FRI. 
12:00 NOON-6:00 P.A^ 

SUNDAY 

12:00 NOON-6K)0 P.M. 

SATURDAY 
8:00 A.M.-6K)0 P.M. 

SUN. THRU SAT. EVE. 
6:00 P.M.- 10:30 PM. 


RADIO 

SETS-IN-USE 


ecu KENT .KRMDI- KTBS MIKH4- 
KF»XD'»ni MIKH”FV 

(mbs) (abc) (nbc) (cbs) 

15.2 12.5 14.0 12.5 45.5 

IB.9t 8.9 10.4 20.9 41.8 

ll.9t 20.6 22.7 23.5 21.8 

27.7t 9.4 12.9 18.8 31.3 



\0A 13.5 28.2 


46.3 


INDIVIDUAL EVENINGS 6:00 PJ^:. io>3o pm 


SUNDAY 

28.6 

MONDAY 

28.6 

TUESDAY 

29.9 

WB)NESDAY 

27.9 

THURSDAY 

30.0 

FRIDAY 

25.7 

SATURDAY 

27.7 

TOTAL* RATED 

TIAAC PCmODS 

■EBI 



20.3 

22.5 

47.5 

5.3 

■25.r 

■57.r' 

10.7 

28.4 

50.9 

13.3 

43.0 

38.7 

12.4 

35.8 

42.0 

21.6 

19.5 

33,8 

II.1 

21.4 

53.6 

I N 

■n* 

hie 


OTHER HOAACS 

called 


2,384 

3,760 

1,492 



2,508 


0.7 

1,125 

“ 0.8 ■ 

“171^” 

t.8 

1,102 

1.2 

1,102 

IQ9 

1,100 

0.9 

1,121 

3.2 

1,136 


R E P * R T E 


t The above meaaureaente are adjuated to compensate for the fact that Radio 
Station XCIJ a I/ 91 S off at 5} 15 FU in December and at 5}30 Fit in January. 


PORT 



*RKlio Sete*in*Ute''ii the percentage of Total Hoaea vhich are liatenlng to the radi^ 

tening to a tecond program over a second radio set ia reported in a home, that fMt If renectw 

in b^h the *IMio Sets‘in'Uee" and In the individual station "Shares**. "Share of Rfalo Audience 
represents the proportion of the total radio audience listening to a particular station. 

Where an FM station duplicates its corres* • E****’^. 

ponding AN station's program sch^ule In For this reason this Total Index ia 

Ita entiraty, the FM station aentions are not an aritftetlc average of the 

coohin^ with the AM station’s mentions. Day'Rsrt Indexes. 


OOPVRiair 1952/C.E. HXrat. nc. The Code of Practice governir^ the use of "RADIO HEXX13MTINQS**applies to this "RADIO AtDlINCB HfCX. 


Southla 




































































SUNDAY 

29.6 


9.1 

Ba 

26.3 

44.9 







0v4 

1,124 

MONDAY 

27.0 


9.3 

3.4 

29.7 

56.4 







1.3 

1,107 

TUESDAY 

30.0 


10.9 

9.1 

24.7 

53,1 







2.2 

1,100 

WB>NESDAY 

20.9 


7A 

14.3 

36.4 

40.7 







1.2 

1,096 

THURSDAY 

30.2 


7o2 

10.9 

32.6 

47,1 







2,2 

1,108 

FRIDAY 

25.0 


12.6 

25.2 

25.2 

35,6 







1.4 

1,121 

SATURDAY 

27.1 


13.3 

12.4 

24,1 

47.0 







3.2 

1,121 

TOTAL* RATED 

TIME PERIODS 

NOT 

REP 

) R T E 1 

1 I N 

S H 

R E V E 

PORT 









t The above measurementa are adjusted to oonir)€n8ate for the fact that Radio 
Station KCIJ signs off at Sj30 PU in January and at 6|00 PU in February 


A 


^ ^_A_A M. 


“Rklio Sets*in*Uae** is the percentage of Total Hoaes which are listening to the radio. Vhera lia* 

tenins to a second program over a second radio set is reported in a home, that fact if reflected 

in b^h the **IMio Sets*in>Use^ and in the individual station ^Shares**. "Share of Radio Audience** 
represents the proportion of the total radio audience listening to a particular station. 

Where an FM station duplicates its corres- « Every rated hour given eqwl migM. 

ponding AM station*s program sch^ule in For this reason this Total Index is 

Its entirety, the FW station mentions are not an arithaetic average of the 

. DayPsrt Indexes. ^ 

, A ^a ..A.<AA 


its entirety, the FW station mentions are 
4 coadiincd sritn t]^ AM atation*s acntio^. 

—■— A — A e _ 1 ^ 
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EXPLAHATION OF PR06RM LISTINGS 


Space has been provided in the "Radio Hooperatings" section of this Report for program names to be 
inserted for each station by time-periods. 

Any program whose name is listed herein without an accon^anying symbol, has been broadcast con¬ 
sistently during the entire report period. An asterisk immediately following the program name in¬ 
dicates that the program was not broadcast consistently, but was broadcast during a majority of the 
months surveyed. For those time-periods during which a miscellaneous group of programs was broad¬ 
cast, none of which was on during a majority of the months surveyed, the name of the last program 
broadcast during this report period is listed and is enclosed in parenthesis. 

Absence of program names indicates either that programming was not furnished C. E. Hooper, Inc., or 
that in a reported half-hour period two or more fifteen-minute programs were broadcast, or that in 
a Monday through Friday reported period no one program was broadcast on all five days. 

It is to be noted that where regular program talent is listed instead of program name, there may 
have been substitute talent within the period comprehended by this Report. 


Should mistakes in names occur, the percentages of "Radio Sets-in-Use", "Rating" and "Share of Radio 
Audience" may nevertheless be considered correct for the station. 


NOTE: Subscribing stations KCIJ, KENT, • KIBS and KWKH are authority for their own program 

name listings. 


No interviewing was conducted in this city during the World Series broadcasts. Interviewing that 
would have been conducted during those broadcasts was scheduled to avoid the World Series. 
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AVERAGE CALLS 


DAYTIME 1/2 HOUR 312 


RADIO HOOPERATINGS 


CITY: SHREVEPORT, LA. 


MONTHS; OCTOBER, 1951 THRU FEBRUARY, 1952 


TOTAL HOMES CALLED I2j00 NOON TO 6|00 PM • 3,745 


SUNDAY 


AFTERNOON 




sm-N- 

RE 


I2«00 12.3 


I2s30 17.3 


l|00 14.6 


1830 20.2 


2800 18.8 


2s30 21.2 


3j00 



3^30 15.1 


4j00 15.5 


4j30 21.7 


5*00 20.7 


5j30 24.7 



PROGRAM 


R&dlo Ranch 
Party 


2.1 16.7 



United 
Pentaoostal 
Church ♦ 


December Sign- 
Off 5H5 




KENT 


PROGRAM 

(mbs) 


IjJI 




2.1 16.7 


© © 


(Tunes Kith 
Trendler) 


1.6 10.8 



Sweat Sereonda *\ 2.3 12.2 


Air Force Hour ♦ 2.2 10.3 


Bobby Benson * I 21.1 



Wild Bill Hiokok 26.3 



The Shadow 




9 AA2 


True Detective 38. 



Sgt. Preston Of 
The Yukon ♦ 


3.3 16.1 


Nick Carter 




5 J8.3 




KRMD+KRMD-FH 


H 


Eg 


PROGRAM UIIK 

(ABC) \ m, 



Mr. President * 


Plano Playhouses 2.0 13.5 


San^y Kaye Sun 


Serenade 


6.1 30.2 


This Week Around 


The World 




Hour Of Decision 11.7 55.2 


Old Fashioned 
Revival Hour 


2 28.9 



Concert Of Europej 2.9 18.6 


(k'eatest Story 3^3 
Ever Told 



Guy Lorabai'dtJ 
Show 


4.1 J6.7 


K T B S 


PROGRAM 

( N B C ) 


m 


E 3 


The Eternal Llghtl 1*6 13*3 



3.7 21.3 


Honor Roll Of 
Hits 


9 40.5 


2 35.8 



American Forum 
Of The Air 



<artln Kane, 
Private Eye 




(Whitehall 1212) 2.5 



Damon Runyon 
Theatre * 




Pales Of The 
Texas Rangers 


The Big Show 








KWKH + KWKH 


PROGRAM 

( C B S ) 


g 




string Serenades 3*7 30*0 



5.2 29,8 


Symphonette 


3.9 27.0 


N.Y.I^llharmonlc l•2| 5.7 



2,3 12,2 


2.6 12.1 


2.7 18.4 


It *6 Always 
Sunday ♦ 



28.9 



1.811.6 


(Hearthstone Of 
The Death 4.9 22.8 

Squad) 


My Friend Irma 5.5126.8 




Our Miss Brooks I II.I 45,0 
















RaJso Stts-in-Use & Ratings Bast: Total Homes Calltd NOTE: 
Share 0/ Rad to And tenet Bast: Total Radio Mentions 

0 No listeners found in sample. 


Subscribing stations KCIJ, KENT, KRMD, KTBS and KWKH are 
authority for their own program name llstin -a. 


Ittclndts fm tnintats 0 / other programming. 
For other symhots see page preceding page t. 
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RADIO hiOOPERATINGS 


CITY: SHREVEPORT, LA. MONTHS: OCTOBER, 1951 THRU FEBRUARY, 1952 


— 

TOTAL HOMES 

CALLED 8*00 AU TO 6*00 PM - 

6,216 






SATURDAY 

D A Y T I M E 




UCAl 

lUII 

unii- 

KCIJ 

KENT 

KRMD + KRMD- 

F M 

KTBS 

KWKH+KWK 

H - F U 




mi 



miE 



SUE 



SUIE 



auiE 


TWE 

m 

PROGRAM 

lAIlK 

lull 

PROGRAM 

lATIIt 

lUIO 

PROGRAM 

lATIN 

lull 

PROGRAM 

UTIK 

lAM 

PROGRAM 

UIIU 

lUII 

lATIN 

(cst) 



AH. 

(mbs) 


m. 

(a b c) 


m. 

(n B C)' 


Ml 

(C B S) 


AR 


8j00 

i7.a 

poi*t City popcart 

2.2 

12,5 

The Monroes 

0.4 

2.1 

No School Today 

5.9 

33.3 


3.3 

18.7 


5.9 

33.3 

0.0 

8s30 

15.6 

If H m 

1,8 

11,6 

II N 

1.5 

9,3 

R w m 

5.8 

37.2 

Smilin* Ed 
McConnell 

1.5 

9,3 


4.7 

30,2 

0v4 

9*00 

17.2 


3.3 

19,0 

Hollywood CalllJic 

1.2 

7,1 

MR R 

6.1 

35,7 

Howdy Doody * 

2,0 

1U9 


4.1 

23.8 

0,4 

9*30 

16.7 

Tillman Pranks ♦ 

2.4 

14.3 

Leslie Hiohols- 
Helen Hall * 

2,0 

11.9 

Space patrol 

3.6 

21,4 

Mary Lee Taylor 

3,6 

21.4 

City Hospital 

5.2 

31,0 

0.0 

10*00 

17,9 

rast*s Best 

3.2 

17,8 

poolers Perad^e 

0,8 

4.4 

Cisco Kid 

3.2 

17,8 

Somerset w 

Maugham Theatre 

• 3.6 

20.0 

Let's pretend 

7.2 

40.0 

0,0 

»0*30 

16,0 

■ n 

4,8 

29.7 

True Or False ♦ 

1,3 

8.1 

At Ease With 

Pvt. Fisher 

0.4 

2,7 

Holliwood 

Love Storv * 

5.2 

32.4 

Give And Take 

4.3 

27.0 

0,0 

11*00 

19.4 

• m 

4,9 

25,0 

Toung American 
Club 

0,4 

2,1 

Musical 

Headlines 

1.2 

6,2 

Back TO The 

Bible 

2J0 

10.4 

Theatre Of Today 

0.5 

54.2 

0.4 ^ 

11*30 

15.3 

m n 

4,6 

30,0 

{country 

Music Time) 

1.1 

7,5 

American Farmer 

1,1 

7,5 

* 

Cowboy Jamboree 

3.1 

20,0 

Stars Ovar 
Hollywood 

5.4 

35,0 

0,0 ’ 

12*00 

I9c7 


5.8 

29.2 

Man Oti The Farm 

0,8 

4,2 


0,4 

2.1 


4,1 

20.8 

Hayride preview ♦ 

8,2 

41.7 

0,4 ] 

12*30 

13.5 

ifest's Best 

3,1 

22.9 

(Symphonies 

For Youth) 

1.9 

14.3 

Local Opera 
Auditions ♦ 

1.5 

11.4 

National Ferro 

And Home Hour 

1,9 

14,3 


5,0 

37.1 

0.0 

1*00 

19.5 

« w ^ 

7,9 

40.4 

1 N « R ^ 

1,1 

5.8 

Metropolitan 
Opera * 

1,1 

5,8 

Red Hot ‘n* 

Blues * 

3,4 

17..3 

llusi(r-Honnel 

Girls 

5,2. 

26,9 

0.7 

1:30 

16.1 

n w 

6,0 

37.5' 

(Tunes For Teens] 

1,6 

10.0 

• » ♦ 

1.6 

10.0 

R R N N ^ 

3.6 

22.5 

Grand Central 
Station ♦ 

2,8 

17,5 

0.4 

2*00 

19.5 

tt m 

6.1 

31.2 

(Open House) 

2,0 

10.4 

w R ♦ 

2.8 

14.6 

R R R R ^ 

4.9 

25,0 


3.3 

16,7 

0.4 

2*30 

16.1 

laddy-O Hot Rod 

4.7 

29.5 

( . . ) 

3.7 

22 J 

R R ♦ 

1,1 

6.8 

R R R N 41 

2,9 

10.2 


3,3 

20.5 

0,4 

3*00 

15.0 

w w w 

4.7 

31.6 

(camp Town Radio] 

2.0 

13.2 

R R ^ 

1.6 

10,5 


2.0 

18,4 

(Fourth Array Shoaj 

3.2 

21.1 

0,8 

3*30 

1 -.1 

N « M 

3.1 

23.3 

( . . . ] 

0.9 

6.7 

R R 

1,3 

10.0 

R R R R W 

1.7 

13.3 


4.4 

33.3 

1.7 

4*0.) 

15,3 

« « N 

4,0 

25.0 

(Buster*8 Boogie] 

1.8 

11 .1 

-wH 

Tea And Crunpets 

3,1 

19,4 

Barrie Craig) 

2,6 

16,7 

Groovie's Boogie 

3.5 

22 <2 

0,9 

4*30 

17.1 

N H ■ 

4.4 

25.6 

|( • • ) 

1,2 

7.0 


1.6 

9.3 

Funeral Of 

King George) 

6,0 

34.9 

R « 

3,2 

18.6 

0.8 

5*00 

13.2 

December Sign-Off 
5* 15 



(Hawaii calls) 

1.2 

9.1 


0.8 

6.1 

] Dangerous 
Assignment) 

2.0 

15.2 


5,2 

39.4 

4.0 

5*30 

15,5 




fouth For Christ* 

2.7 

17.5 


1.6 

10,0 


4.3 

27.5 


5.0 

37.5 

1,2 


Radio Stfs-tn-Ust <&* hast: Total Homtt Called NOTE: 

Share of Radio Audience Bait: Total Radio Mention! 


Subscribing artallons KCIJ, KOJT, KRW), KTBS and MfKH ara 
authority for thalr own pro.'jram nara listings. 


^ Includes five minutes of other profjramminf^. I 
For other symbols see payy preceding paye 1. r 


C.E. HOOPER. INC. 


Pag* 


2 



Southland Exhibit I fe 

R. 307S 


KfFMkGE CALLS PE \YTIME l/4 HR. 307 

RADIO HOOPERATIKGS 

CITY: SHREVEPORT, LA. MONTHS: OCTOBER, 1951 

THRU FEBRUARY, 1952 

.- ■ 

TOTAL HOUES CALLED 8t00 AU to 1:00 PU - 7,733 

jQom 

THRU 

EDSEBIIBEBBDE 

c 



8j00 19,8 


0115 16.4 


8»30 17.5 


8:45 15.1 


9:15 14.8 


9:30 po.2 


9:45 l.\4 


0:00 19.0 


0:15 14,9 


0j30 15.6 


0:45 15.3 


1:00 18.6 


Dam 


1:30 19.6 


1:45 p'2.1 


2:00 21.5 


2:15 15.5 


2:30 


2:45 |l 1.4 


PROGRAM uhk 


Port City 
Popoert ♦ 


1.5 


1.2 


1.6 


2.0 


3 


Unity Viewpoint 1.2 


T. Tomfuy’s Corral 3.8 


B 

B 



— ® 



All 


6 


5 


10.5 


13.0 


6.8 


8.2 


18.6 


20.8 


16.0 


16.3 


26.9 


29.5 


28.8 


16.9 


17.2 


14.9 


II.I 


14.8 


17.1 


16.9 


KENT 


PROGRAM 

UBS 



Uonroe*8 Ayem 
Uayhem / 



KRUD'l-KRUD- 


PROGRAM lATlIt 

ABC) 


BreaRfaet Club 2.4 12.1 


123 

O 



28.3 


15.8 


23.9 


35.6 


32.7 


20.3 


24,5 


M.5 


18.6 


17.3 


Jack Beroh Show 


on:?s Bv 
Pegiv Lee 


(elody Club 


Paul Harvey 


Accent On Rhythm 



K T B S 


PROGRAM UTB 

( N B C ) 


Alex Drelr-News 


8:15 Call * 



Cowboy 
Jamboree * 


C*10lYWiW«I» 


Nexs- 

Uaur.v Wayne 


Cowboy 
Jeoiri) oree 


Tlnnons-* 
Farm Newa 


Cowboy 
Jamboree * 


1.2 

6 

1.3 

6 


2 


7.1 


18,9 




KWKH+KWKH- 


PROGRAM lAHK 

( C B S ) 


b Caneron- 

Haws * 


ohnny And Jaok * 5.3 


abb Pierce 


ews Thai Conoema 

You 


Arthur Godfrey 
Show ♦ 



oxemary 


endy Warren # 


unt Jenr^y 


elan Trent 


ed Sovine # 


unipar Junction 8.9 


an Slokla*41ewr 12*6 


idin:; Li|^t 


mini 

lAIB 


Jl_ 

7.8|39,4 0,3 


5.3 34,8 0.0 

_ * 

28.8 0.3 

4.8 32.7 0.0 

10.1 50.0 0.0 

9128.3 0.0 

8 0.3 

0.0 

0.0 
0.0 

ll.0|57.6 0.0 

5 0.3 


Radio Stts-in-Ust Ratings Bast: Total Homts Called NOTE: Subscribing stations KCIJ, KENT, KRJffi 
Share cj Radio Audience Base: Total Radio Ment.ons authority for their own program name 

0 No listeners; found in saieple. 


, KT9S and KWKH are 
liatlnga. 


Includes five minuta oj'other proffamming. 
For other symbols set page preceding page 1. 


j.a.88 

Southland Exhibit ? ? 

R. 3079 ^ 
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V 

RADIO HOOPERATINGS 

▼ w t f V , 4 - 

CITY; SHREVEPORT, LA. 



MONTHS: OCTOBER, I95l THRU 

FEBRUARY, 1952 


TOTAL HOMES CALLED 1:00 PM TO 6:00 PM -7,750 



1:00 

-^ 

19.7 

1:15 

16.0 

1:30 

16.9 

1:45 

17.1 


KCIJ 

PROGRAM 

unic 

SIAIE 

m. 



3.5 18.6 


4.0 23.6 


3.1 »8.9 


3.1 16.7 


2s!5 18.3 


2:30 21.8 Oaddy-O Hot Rod 6.0 27,6 


2:45 14.2 


3:00 16.4 


3:15 18.9 


3:30 



3*45 {3.5 


4:00 «8.3 


4:15 18.3 


4:30 19.0 




4:45 16. 


5:00 17.2 


5:15 20.3 


5:30 17.3 


5:45 119.9 



25.5 


6.0 36.4 


5 23.7 


3.9 26.1 


5.1 3b. 1 


5.8 31.6 


6.2 33.9 


Make Mine Music’^ 3.5 18.3 


1.8 M.5 


News i.5 


December Slgn-Of 
5:15 


KENT 


PROGRAM 

(mbs) 




Record Rambling 


IBD 



Junior And The 
Little Major ♦ 



Radio Sttj-tn Use Ratinf^s Bast: Total Homts Calltd NOTE: 
Shaft of Radio Auditnct Bast: Total Radio Mtntions 


5.3 


2.1 


12,7 


20.3 


3 


4.8 


10.5 


6.5 


10.0 


3.5 


26.3 


25.8 


10.7 


14.0 


KRMD-I-KRMD-PM 


»jUI[ 

PROGRAM unit uiii 

(ABC) Ul. 


String Time 


Lombardo Time 


Family Circle # 



Mary Marlin ♦ 


Joyce Jordan 


Evelyn Winters 


Valiant Lady ♦ 


Showtime From 
Hollywood 


(Dean Cameron) 


Sentimental 
Moods / 




9 


0.9 5.8 


1.9 10.2 


0.6 3.6 


0.6 3.8 


5 8.3 


0.3 1.3 


0,9 6 


0.3 1.8 


0.6 3 


B 

B 

B 


1.3 8.7 


1.6 11.9 



2.3 12.3 


1.5 8.1 


2.2 11.7 


2.2 13.5 


Dig Jon And 
Sparkle 


Mark Trail ♦ 




2.7 15.8 


3 21.2 


2.8 16.1 


1.8 8.8 


MONDAY THRU 


K T B S 


PROGRAM 

( N D C ) 




(Kings Row) 


ews-Troy Mallo 


Life Can Be 
Beautiful 



ackstege Wife 


tella Dallas 


idder Brown 



Bob Willis Show* 


Celebrity Time ♦ 


Nows- 

Niok Gearhart 


Subscribing stations KCIJ, KENT, KRM), KTBS and KWKH are 
authority for their own program name listings. 


C.E. HOOPER. INC. 


11.9 


9.1 


32.1 


16.7 


22.4 


27.7 


36.4 


23.7 


34.8 


23.8 


21.1 


21 . 


16.7 


21.2 


24.6 


24.2 


44.6 


29.8 




a 


FRIDAY DAYTIME 


KWKH + KWKH- 


PROGRAM 

( C B S ) 




FTfH 


Perry Mason 


Nora Drake 


Brl^ter Day 


Hilltop House 


Dr. Paul Show 


Houseparty 


9.4 47.6 


10.8 67.3 


E 

S 


9.9 52.5 


9.6 56.4 


6.1 37.7 


50.0 



2 42.1 


5.4 38.3 


Big Sister 


Ma Perkins 


2.1 12.7 


4.8 25.4 


Young Dr. Malone 3.9 26.1 


■2.'6r9.0 


22.8 


5.0 27.4 



World Of Sports# 


Musical Briefs # 


Curt Massey Tine 


Lovell Thomas, 
Hews 


6.2 38. 


24.6 



24.2 


26. 


9.1 45.6 


AMini 


lATIK 


Itulttdts fivt minutts of otbvr prof/ammiftf,. 
Tor othtr symbols stt pa/iy pnctdittf^ ^app I. 
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3523 DIRECT TESTIMONY OF DEANE R. FLETT 

♦ ♦♦♦♦♦ 

3533 

27. I ask you now to discuss the local programs dealing with news 
broadcasts. 

With respect to news, the planning of the news portion of the 
programming schedule is believed to be possibly more com¬ 
prehensive than the usual television planning in news lines, 
because the station will attempt to develop local news on a 
scale not generally found in operating television stations. To 
do this, we planned a staff of two skilled news directors, at 
least one of whom will have had practical television news- 
casting experience. These men will establish a source of 
local and regional news contacts with the station's own newsroom, 
and in addition will have a working agreement with the Shreveport 
Journal, an afternoon daily, to use its local and regional news 
sources- The two newsmen will have at their disposal 16mm 
film cameras for filming local news events to be inserted into 
local newscasts. They also have the use of the remote facilities 
of the station in case of major local news stories. 

# 4c 4c 

3583 Exhibit No. 74 

SHREVEPORT TELEVISION CO. 

Partnership Agreement 
STATE OF LOUISIANA ) 

PARISH OF CADDO ) 

BE IT KNOWN AND REMEMBERED that before me, the under¬ 
signed authority, a Notary Public in and for Caddo Parish, Louisiana, 
duly commissioned, qualified and acting on this day personally came 
and appeared DON GEORGE, CARTER HENDERSON, KEITH PYBURN 
and J. C. SMITH, all residents of Shreveport, Caddo Parish, Louisiana, 
and BEN BECKHAM, JR., a resident of Atlanta, Texas, but who also 




91 


3584 


maintains a residence in Shreveport, Caddo Parish, Louisiana, who 
severally declared and acknowledged that they have agreed to form, 
and do by these presents form, and enter into a partnership and have 
adopted the following articles of agreement to regulate and govern 
said partnership, to wit: 

1 . 

The name and style of said partnership shall be ''SHREVEPORT 
TELEVISION COMPANY" and its address and domicile shall be 516 
Crockett Street in the City of Shreveport, Caddo Parish, Louisiana. 

2 . 

The purpose for which said partnership is organized is to apply 
for, construct, erect, maintain and operate a television station in, or 
in the vicinity of, the City of Shreveport, Caddo Parish, Louisiana, 
and any and all business directly connected thereto or incidental 
therewith. 

The partnership shall commence business with a capital of Four 
Thousand and No/100 ($4,000.00) Dollars, which shall be contributed 
in cash by Don George contemporaneously with the execution hereof. 

Any additional capital contributions, including ample cash 
operating reserves and reserves for replacement of depreciated or 
obsolete facilities necessary to erect, maintain and operate said 
television station and to accomplish the purposes for which the partner¬ 
ship is organized shall be advanced by Don George and Ben Beckham, 
Jr., in the proportion of one-half (1/2) each. 

4. 

Subject to the provisions of Article 5 hereof, all profits derived 
from the operation of the partnership and all losses, if any, shall be 
borne in the following proportions: 


Don George 

44% 

Ben Beckham, Jr. 

44% 

Carter Henderson 

10% 

Keith Pyburn 

1% 

J. C Smith 

1% 


All profits shall be distributed on a fiscal year quarterly basis 


within twenty (20) days after the expiration of each said quarterly period 
or at such other times as may be designated by a majority in interest 
of all partners. 

5. 

Until such time as Don George and Ben Beckham, Jr., shall have 
been reimbursed all capital contributions and advances made by them 
3585 to the partnership, all profits derived from the operation of same 

shall be paid to Don George and Ben Beckham, Jr., in the proportion 
of one-half (1/2) each, and all lo sses shall be borne by them during 
said period in like proportion. 

Upon Don George and Ben Beckham, Jr., being fully reimbursed 
all capital contributions and advances made to the partnership, profits 
thereafter accruing shall be distributed as provided in Article 4 hereof, 
provided, however, that Carter Henderson, Keith Pyburn and J. C. 
Smith and each of them shall have the optional right hereunder, for a 
period of four (4) years from date of execution hereof, within which to 
pay to the partnership the aforesaid percentage set opposite their 
names, respectively, of the unamortized investment of Don George 
and Ben Beckham, Jr., in said partnership and thereupon becoming 
the owner of said interests unconditionally. 

Don George and Ben Beckham, Jr., are hereby authorized and 
directed by all remaining partners to collect, receive and grant 
acquittance for all profits derived from said partnership during full 
and entire period that| same is in existence, except as herein otherwise 
provided. 

Should the partnership be dissolved or terminated for any cause 
prior to the term as fixed herein, all assets, rights and benefits 
(excluding capital which shall be returned in kind to contributor) then 
owned by it shall thereupon vest in Don George and Ben Beckham, Jr., 
in equal proportions, one-half (1/2) each. 

6 . 

Policies of the partnership, particularly those concerning pro¬ 
gramming, public relations and public service, shall be determined 


3586 




3587 


by a majority of all partners, a majority of all partners shall select, 
and cause to be employed, all partnership personnel necessary to 
carry out such policies. 

Subject to above, Don George shall be manager of said part¬ 
nership and, as such, he shall be in active charge of the operation 
of said business, with plenary power and authority to enter into all 
agreements, contracts and other obligations necessary or inciden^l to 
carrying out the purposes for which the partnership is organized. 

Said manager shall also have authority to file on behalf of the partner¬ 
ship all applications, reports and other instruments as may be necessary 
or required to properly conduct the affairs of the partnership. 

Said manager shall also have authority to hire and fire ordinary 
workmen and, with consent of majority in interest of remaining partners, 
to pay such salaries and compensation as may be agreed upon; to keep, 
or cause to be kept, books and records of account, accurately re¬ 
flecting all business transacted by the partnership (which shall be 
made available to all partners at all reasonable times); to have said 
books and accounts audited; to fix the fiscal year of the partnership, 
and, generally, to do and perform all acts, subject to the provisions 
hereof, necessary to carry on the business of the partnership. 

Upon the death, inability or refusal of Don George to perform 
the duties herein assumed, a majority of remaining partners shall 
designate his successor and define his powers. 

7. 

All partners shall use their best efforts in a diligent and bona 
fide attempt to accomplish the purposes for which this partnership 
is organized and to cause same to be a financial success. 

8 . 

Each of the undersigned hereby assigns, transfers, conveys 
and delivers to the partnership all rights, benefits and goodwill now 
vesting in each partner under applications for television permit 
heretofore filed with the Federal Communications Commission, 
Washington, D. C., or gained by them through negotiations for the 
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3588 


purpose of filing such applications, or otherwise. 

9. 

This agreement shall become effective upon date of execution 
and shall remain in full force and effect for a period of fifteen (15) 
years from said date and thereafter from year to year until termi¬ 
nated by consent of all partners, unless terminated as provided herein, 
or as provided by law. The death of any partner or the death of the 
wife of any partner shall not have the effect of terminating this agree¬ 
ment, and in the event of death of any partner or any partner's wife, 
remaining partners shall continue the business of the partnership for 
the une^ired term hereof. 

No partner shall sell or dispose of his interest in the partner¬ 
ship without first obtaining the consent in writing of all remaining 
partners and the approval of the Federal Communications Commission. 

In the event the partnership does not obtain in due course license 
to operate as required by law, this agreement shall thereupon terminate. 

THUS DONE AND PASSED in the presence of the undersigned 
competent witnesses, on this 20th day of Jime, A.D. 1952. 

WITNESSES: 

/s/ Don George _ 

Don George 

/s/ W. M. Crow _ 

/s/ Ben Beckham, Jr. _ 

Ben Beckham, Jr. 

/s/ ^- /s/ Carter Henderson _ 

Carter Henderson 

/s/ Keith Pybum _ 

Keith Pybum 

/s/ J. C. Smith _ 

J. C. Smith 

/s/ John B. Hussey 
Notary Public 

COPY (SEAL) 
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30567 

Filed and Recorded Caddo 
Parish, La. 

June 20 3:55 PM ^52 
/s/ Lloyd D. Burns 
Deputy Clerk & 
Recorder 

of the ORIGINAL, as the same appears 

on record in my office in Book_ 

page_ 

Given under my hand and seal of office 
on this, June 20, 1952 


State of Louisiana ) 
Parish of Caddo ) 


I hereby certify that the above and 
foregoing is a true and correct copy 


/s/ Lloyd D. Bums _ 

Deputy Clerk and Ex-Officio Deputy Recorder 


3590 PARTNERSHIP AGREEMENT 

STATE OF LOUISIANA ) 

PARISH OF CADDO ) 

BE IT KNOWN AND REMEMBERED that before me, the undersigned 
authority, a Notary Public in and for Caddo Parish, Lousiana, duly com¬ 
missioned, qualified and acting, on this day personally came and appeared 
DON GEORGE, HENRY E. UNAM, CARTER HENDERSON, KEITH 
PYBURN and J. C. SMITH, all residents of Shreveport, Caddo Parish, 
Louisiana, and BEN BECKHAM, JR., a resident of Atlanta, Texas, but 
who also maintains a residence in Shreveport, Caddo Parish, Lousiana, 
who severally declared and acknowledged that they have agreed to amend 
and do by these presents amend those certain articles of partnership of 
Shreveport Television Company dated June 13, 1952, so that the fol¬ 
lowing articles, as amended, shall provide as follows, to-wit: 

ARTICLE 3 

The partnership shall commence business with a capital of Four 
Thousand and No/100 ($4,000.00) Dollars, which shall be contributed 


in cash by Don George contemporaneously with the execution hereof. 

Any additional,capital contributions, including ample cash 
operating reserves and reserves for replacement of depreciated or 
obsolete facilities necessary to erect, maintain and operate said 
3591 ^®^®^sion station and to accomplish the purposes for which the partner¬ 
ship is organized shall be by Don George in the proportion of 46. 24% 
and Ben Beckham, Jr., and Henry E. Linam in the proportion of 
26.88% each. 

ARTICLE 4 

Subject to the provisions of Article 5 hereof, all profits derived 
from the operation of the partnership and all losses, if any, shall be 
borne in the following proportions: 


Don George 

43% 

Ben Beckham, Jr. 

25% 

Henry E. Linam 

25% 

Carter Henderson 

7% 


All profits shall be distributed on a fiscal year quarterly basis 
within twenty (20) days after the expiration of each said quarterly 
period or at such other times as may be designated by a majority in 
interest of all partners. 

ARTICLE 5 

Until such time as Don George, Henry E. linam and Ben Beckham, 
Jr., shall have been reimbursed all capital contributions and advances 
made by them to the partnership, all profits derived from the operation 
of same shall be paid to them in the same proportions as set forth in 
Article 3 above, and all losses shall be borne by them during said 
period in like proportion. 

Upon Don George, Henry E. Linam and Ben Beckham, Jr., being 
fully reimbursed all capital contributions and advances made by them 
to the partnership, but not before, profits thereafter accruing shall be 
distributed as provided in Article 4 hereof. 

All remaining provisions of said articles of partnership shall 
remain in full force and effect and are expressly adopted and con¬ 
firmed by Henry E. Linam to the same extent and with the same effect 
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as though he had signed the original thereof. 

All parties hereto consent to the withdrawal of Keith Pybum and 
J. C. Smith, and this amendment shall become effective as to all 
parties as though same had been executed June 13, 1952. 

THUS DONE AND PASSED in the presence of the undersigned 
competent witnesses, on this the 27th day of April, A.D., 1953. 

WITNESSES: 

/s/ Don George _ 

Don George 

/s/ Henry E. linam _ 

Henry linam 

/s/ Ben Beckham, Jr. _ 

Ben Beckham, Jr. 

/s/ Carter Henderson _ 

Carter Henderson 

/s/ Keith Pyburn _ 

Keith Pybum 

/s/ J. C. Smith _ 

J. C. Smith 

/s/ Flora M. Davis 

Notary Public (SEAL) 


/s/ W. M. Grow 


/s/ A. D. Harmon 
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3622 [ F. C. C. Docket No. 10524] Exhibit 84 

SHREVEPORT TELEVISION COMPANY 
Program Schedule For Typical Week 
Note: One or more networks are expected to be available 

in Shreveport. Network Service listed on this program 
schedule is illustrative only. 

SUNDAYS 


TIME 

9:30 AM 

10:00 to 11:00 AM 
11:00 to 12:00 Noon 
12:00 to 12:30 PM 
12:30 to 1:00 PM 
1:00 to 1:15 PM 
1:15 to 1:30 PM 
1:30 to 2:30 PM 
2:30 to 2:45 PM 
2:45 to 3:00 PM 
3:00 to 3:30 PM 
3:30 to 4:00 PM 
4:00 to 4:30 PM 
4:30 to 5:00 PM 
5:00 to 5:30 PM 
5:30 to 6:00 PM 
6:00 to 6:30 PM 
6:30 to 7:00 PM 
7:00 to 8:00 PM 
8:00 to 9:00 PM 
9:00 to 9:30 PM 
9:30 to 10:00 PM 
10:00 to 10:15 PM 
10:15 to 10:20 PM 


TITLE 
Test Pattern 
Church Service 
Local Church Service 
Hour of Decision 
Frontiers of Faith 
News 

Camera Club 

The Early Show 

Sunday Farmer 

Easy Does It 

Kukla, Fran and Ollie 

Hall of Fame 

Zoo Parade 

Super Circus 

Meet the Press 

Roy Rogers 

Red Skelton 

Know Your City 

Comedy Hour 

Playhouse 

The Doctor 

Boston Blackie 

Ten O'clock Telenews 

Weatherfacts 


ORIGINATION & 
CLASSIFICATION 


— 

— 

---- 

ABC 

Sust 

Rel 

REM 

Sust 

Rel 

ABC 

Cmml 

Rel 

NBC 

Sust 

Rel 

WC 

Cmml 

News 

RS 

Sust 

Ent 

RS 

Sust 

Ent 

LS 

Sust 

Agr 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

ABC 

Cmml 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Disc 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

RC 

Cmml 

Ent 

WC 

Cmml 

News 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 



TIME 


TITLE 


ORIGINATION & 
CLASSIFICATION 


10:20 to 10:30 PM 
10:30 to 11:30 PM 
11:30 PM 

3623 

7:30 AM 

8:00 to 9:00 AM 

9:00 to 9:30 AM 
9:30 to 9:45 AM 
9:45 to 9:55 AM 
9:55 to 10:00 AM 

10:00 to 10:30 AM 
10:30 to 11:00 AM 
11:00 to 12:00 Noon 
12:00 to 12:15 PM 
12:15 to 12:25 PM 
12:25 to 12:30 PM 
12:30 to 1:00 PM 
1:00 to 2:00 PM 
2:00 to 2:30 PM 
2:30 to 3:00 PM 
3:00 to 4:00 PM 
4:00 to 4:15 PM 
4:15 to 4:30 PM 
4:30 to 5:00 PM 
5:00 to 5:30 PM 
5:30 to 6:00 PM 
6:00 to 6:10 PM 
6:10 to 6:15 PM 


Sportsview 
The Late Show 
Sign Off 

MONDAYS 
Test Pattern 
Today 

i 

I 

Prologue to the Future 
Your Pastor 

Shreveport Window Shopper 

Opening Farm Markets 
and News 

Mrs. U.S.A. 

It's A Problem 

Kitchen Klub 

News At 12 

Farm News & Markets 
Weatherfacts 
Ark La Tex Jamboree 
The Early Show 
Big Payoff 
Welcome Travelers 
Kate Smith 
Your School 
Laff Time 
Howdy Doody 
Junior Stars 
Captain Video 
News 

Closing Farm Markets 
and News 


LS 

Sust 

Talk 

RS 

Sust 

Ent 


NBC 

Cmml 

(20' Talk) 
(20' News) 
(20' Ent) 

NBC 

Sust 

Talk 

LS 

Sust 

Rel 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

LC 

Cmml 

Agr 

NBC 

Sust 

Disc 

NBC 

Sust 

Disc 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

WC 

Cmml 

News 

LS 

Sust 

Agr 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

LS 

Sust 

Ent 

RS 

Sust 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

LS 

Sust 

Educ 

RC 

Cmml 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

LS 

Sust 

Ent 

DuM 

Cmml 

Ent 

WC 

Cmml 

News 


LC Cmml Agr 


TIME 


6:15 

to 

6:20 

PM 

6:20 

to 

6:30 

PM 

6:30 

to 

6:45 

PM 

6:45 

to 

7:00 

PM 

7:00 

to 

7:30 

PM 

7:30 

to 

8:00 

PM 

8:00 

to 

8:30 

PM 

8:30 

to 

9:30 

PM 

9:30 

to 

10:00 

PM 

10:00 

to 

10:15 

PM 

10:15 

to 

10:20 

PM 

10:20 

to 

10:30 

PM 

10:30 

to 

11:30 

PM 

11:30 



PM 
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7:30 



AM 

8:00 

to 

9:00 

AM 

9:00 

to 

9:30 

AM 

9:30 

to 

9:45 

AM 

9:45 

to 

9:55 

AM 

9:55 

to 

10:00 

AM 

10:00 

to 

10:30 

AM 

10:30 

to 

11:00 

AM 

11:00 

to 

12:00 

Noon 

12:00 

to 

12:15 

PM 

12:15 

to 

12:25 

PM 

12:25 

to 

12:30 

PM 

12:30 

to 

1:00 

PM 

1:00 

to 

2:00 

PM 


TITLE 
Weatherfacts 
Sportsvlew 
Those Two 
News 

Free Speech 
Voice of Firestone 
Hollywood Star Show 
Robert Montgomery 
Wrestling 

Ten Clock Telenews 
Weatherfacts 
Sportsview 
The Late Show 
Sign Off 

TUESDAYS 

Test Pattern 
Today 

Prologue to the Future 
Your Pastor 

Shreveport Window Shopper 

Opening Farm Markets 
and News 

Mrs. U. S.A. 

lUs A Problem 

Kitchen Klub 

News at 12 

Farm News & Markets 
Weatherfacts 
Ark La Tex Jamboree 
The Early Show 


ORIGINATION & 
CLASSIFICATION 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

News 

LS 

Sust 

Disc 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

RC 

Cmml 

Talk 

WC 

Cmml 

News 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 

RS 

Sust 

Ent 


• • “ 

M w 

• •• 

NBC 

Cmml 

(20» talk ) 
(20^ news) 
(20* ent ) 

NBC 

Sust 

Talk 

LS 

Sust 

Rel 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

LC 

Cmml 

Agr 

NBC 

Sust 

Disc 

NBC 

Sust 

Disc 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

WC 

Cmml 

News 

LS 

Sust 

Agr 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

LS 

Sust 

Ent 

RS 

Sust 

Ent 


Ent 

Ent 
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ORIGINATION & 

TIME TITLE CLASSIFICATION 


2:00 to 

2:30 PM 

Big Payoff 

NBC 

Sust 

Ent 

2:30 to 

3:00 PM 

Welcome Travelers 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

3:00 to 

4:00 PM 

Kate Smith 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

4:00 to 

4:15 PM 

Your Home, Your Family 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 

4:15 to 

4:30 PM 

Laff Time 

RC 

Cmml 

Ent 

4:30 to 

5:00 PM 

Howdy Doody 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

5:00 to 

5:30 PM 

Junior Stars 

LS 

Sust 

Ent 

5:30 to 

6:00 PM 

Captain Video 

DuM 

Cmml 

Ent 

6:00 to 

6:10 PM 

News 1 

WC 

Cmml 

News 

6:10 to 

6:15 PM 

Closing Farm Markets 
and News 

LC 

Cmml 

Agr 

6:15 to 

6:20 PM 

Weatherfacts 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

6:20 to 

6:30 PM 

Sports view 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 

6:30 to 

6:45 PM 

Dinah Shore 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

6:45 to 

7:00 PM 

News 

NBC 

Cmml 

News 

7:00 to 

8:00 PM 

Star Theatre 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

8:00 to 

8:30 PM 

Boss Lady 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

8:30 to 

9:00 PM 

Circle Theatre 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

9:00 to 

9:30 PM 

Two For The Money 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

9:30 to 

10:00 PM 

Cameras On Colleges 

LS 

Sust 

Educ 

10:00 to 

10:15 PM 

Ten O'clock Telenews 

WC 

Cmml 

News 

10:15 to 

10:20 PM 

Weatherfacts 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

10:20 to 

10:30 PM 

Sportsview 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 

10:30 to 

11:30 PM 

The Late Show 

RS 

Sust 

Ent 

11:30 

PM 

Sign Off 
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WEDNESDAYS 




7:30 

AM 

Test Pattern 

— 

— 

— 

8:00 to 

9:00 AM 

Today 

NBC 

Cmml 

(20' Talk) 


(20' News) 
(20'Ent ) 


9:00 to 9:30 AM Prologue to the Future 
9:30 to 9:45 AM Your Pastor 


NBC Sust 
LS Sust 


Talk 

Rel 
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ORIGINATION & 


TIME 

TITLE 

CLASSIFICATION 

9:45 to 

9:55 AM 

Shreveport Window Shopper 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

9:55 to 10:00 AM 

Opening Farm Markets 
and News 

LC 

Cmml 

Agr 

10:00 to 10:30 AM 

Mrs. U.S. A. 

NBC 

Sust 

Disc 

10:30 to 11:00 AM 

It’s A Problem 

NBC 

Sust 

Disc 

11:00 to 12:00 Noon 

Kitchen Klub 

LC, 

Cmml 

Talk 

12:00 to 12:15 PM 

News At 12 

WC 

Cmml 

News 

12:15 to 12:25 PM 

Farm News & Markets 

LS 

Sust 

Agr 

12:25 to 12:30 PM 

Weatherfacts 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

12:30 to 

1:00 PM 

Ark La Tex Jamboree 

LS 

Sust 

Ent 

1:00 to 

2:00 PM 

The Early Show 

RS 

Sust 

Ent 

2:00 to 

2:30 PM 

Big Payoff 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

2:30 to 

3:00 PM 

Welcome Travellers 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

3:00 to 

4:00 PM 

Kate Smith 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

4:00 to 

4:15 PM 

Your School 

LS 

Sust 

Educ 

4:15 to 

4:30 PM 

Laff Time 

RC 

Cmml 

Ent 

4:30 to 

5:00 PM 

Howdy Doody 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

5:00 to 

5:30 PM 

Junior Stars 

LS 

Sust 

Ent 

5:30 to 

6:00 PM 

Captain Video 

DuM 

Cmml 

Ent 

6:00 to 

6:10 PM 

News 

WC 

Cmml 

News 

6:10 to 

6:15 PM 

Closing Farm Markets 
and News 

LC 

Cmml 

Agr 

6:15 to 

6:20 PM 

Weatherfacts 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

6:20 to 

6:30 PM 

Sportsview 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 

6:30 to 

6:45 PM 

Those Two 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

6:45 to 

7:00 PM 

News 

NBC 

Cmml 

News 

7:00 to 

7:30 PM 

Joan Davis 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

7:30 to 

8:00 PM 

Talent Detective 

LS 

Sust 

Ent 

8:00 to 

9:00 PM 

TV Theatre 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

9:00 to 

9:30 PM 

This Is Your Life 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

9:30 to 

9:45 PM 

Safety Is Your Business 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 


Talk 
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TIME 


9:45 

to 

10:00 

PM 

10:00 

to 

10:15 

PM 

10:15 

to 

10:20 

PM 

10:20 

to 

10:30 

PM 

10:30 

to 

11:30 

PM 

11:30 



PM 
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7:30 

AM 

8:00 to 

9:00 AM 


9:00 

to 

9:30 

AM 

9:30 

to 

9:45 

AM 

9:45 

to 

9:55 

AM 

9:55 

to 

10:00 

AM 

10:00 

to 

10:30 

AM 

10:30 

to 

11:00 

AM 

11:00 

to 

12:00 

Noon 

12:00 

to 

12:15 

PM 

12:15 

to 

12:25 

PM 

12:25 

to 

12:30 

PM 

12:30 

to 

1:00 

PM 

1:00 

to 

2:00 

PM 

2:00 

to 

2:30 

PM 

2:30 

to 

3:00 

PM 

3:00 

to 

4:00 

PM 

4:00 

to 

4:15 

PM 

4:15 

to 

4:30 

PM 

4:30 

to 

5:00 

PM 

5:00 

to 

5:30 

PM 


TITLE 

Artists Cornered 
Ten O’clock Telenews 
Weatherfacts 
Sportsvlew 
The Late Show 
Sign Off 

THURSDAYS 

Test Pattern 
Today , 

I 

1 

Prologue To The Future 
Your Pastor 

Shreveport Window Shopper 

Opening Farm Markets 
and News 

Mrs. U. S. A. 

It’s A Problem 

Kitchen Klub 

News At 12 

Farm News & Markets 
Weatherfacts 
Ark La Tex Jamboree 
The Early Show 
Big Payoff 
Welcome Travellers 
Kate Smith 

Your Home, Your Family 
Laff Time 
Howdy Doody 
Junior Stars 


ORIGINATION & 
CLASSIFICATION 


LS 

Sust 

Talk 

WC 

Cmml 

News 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 

RS 

Sust 

Ent 


• • “ 

• • ^ 


NBC 

Cmml 

(20’ Talk 
(20’ News 
(20’ Ent 

NBC 

Sust 

Talk 

LS 

Sust 

Rel 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

LC 

Cmml 

Agr 

NBC 

Sust 

Disc 

NBC 

Siist 

Disc 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

WC 

Cmml 

News 

LS 

Sust 

Agr 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

LS 

Sust 

Ent 

RS 

Sust 

Ent 

NBC 

Sust 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 

RC 

Cmml 

Ent 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

LS 

Sust 

Ent 


TIME 
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ORIGINATION & 
CLASSIFICATION 


■w 



TITLE 


■4 


5:30 to 

6:00 PM 

Captain Video 

DuM 

Cmml 

Ent 


6:00 to 

6:10 PM 

News 

WC 

Cmml 

News 


6:10 to 

6:15 PM 

Closing Farm Markets 







and News 

LC 

Cmml 

Agr 

4 

6:15 to 

6:20 PM 

Weather facts 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 


6:20 to 

6:30 PM 

Sports view 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 


6:30 to 

6:45 PM 

Dinah Shore 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 


6:45 to 

7:00 PM 

News 

NBC 

Cmml 

News 


7:00 to 

7:30 PM 

Groucho Marx 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 


7:30 to 

8:00 PM 

T Men 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 


8:00 to 

8:30 PM 

Dragnet 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

■f 

8:30 to 

9:00 PM 

Ford Theatre 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 


9:00 to 

9:30 PM 

Martin Kane 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 


9:30 to 

9:45 PM 

Pleased to Meet You 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 


9:45 to 10:00 PM 

The Industrial Ark La Tex 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 

◄ 

10:00 to 10:15 PM 

Ten OXlock Telenews 

WC 

Cmml 

News 


10:15 to 10:20 PM 

Weatherfacts 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 


10:20 to 10:30 PM 

Sportsview 

The Late Show 


SUST 

Talk 

« » 

10:30 to 11:30 PM 

Sust 

Ent 

M 

11:30 

PM 

Sign Off 




V 
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FRIDAYS 





7:30 

AM 

Test Pattern 


— 

— 


8:00 to 

9:00 AM 

Today 

NBC 

Cmml 

(20’ Talk 
(20’ News 

* 






(20’ Ent 

4’-' 

9:00 to 

9:30 AM 

Prologue To The Future 

NBC 

Sust 

Talk 

*• 

9:30 to 

9:45 AM 

Your Pastor 

LS 

Sust 

Rel 


9:45 to 

9:55 AM 

Shreveport Window Shopper 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 


9:55 to 10:00 AM 

Opening Farm Markets 







and News 

LC 

Cmml 

Agr 


10:00 to 10:30. AM 

Mrs. U.S.A. 

NBC 

Sust 

Disc 


10:30 to 11:00 AM 

It’s A Problem 

NBC 

Sust 

Disc 

H 


4 - 
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ORIGINATION & 

TIME TITLE CLASSIFICATION 


11:00 to 12:00 Noon 

Kitchen Klub 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

12:00 to 12:15 PM 

News At 12 

WC 

Cmml 

News 

12:15 to 12:25 PM 

Farm News & Markets 

LS 

Sust 

Agr 

12:25 to 12:30 PM 

Weatherfacts 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

12:30 to 

1:00 PM 

Ark La Tex Jamboree 

LS 

Sust 

Ent 

1:00 to 

2:00 PM 

The Early Show 

RS 

Sust 

Ent 

2:00 to 

2:30 PM 

Big Payoff 

NBC 

Sust 

Ent 

2:30 to 

3:00 PM 

Welcome Travellers 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

3:00 to 

4:00 PM 

Kate Smith 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

4:00 to 

4:15 PM 

Your School 

LS 

Sust 

Educ 

4:15 to 

4:30 PM 

Laff Time 

RC 

Cmml 

Ent 

4:30 to 

5:00 PM 

Howdy Doody 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

5:00 to 

5:30 PM 

Junior Stars 

LS 

Sust 

Ent 

5:30 to 

6:00 PM 

Captain Video 

DuM 

Cmml 

Ent 

6:00 to 

6:10 PM 

News 

WC 

Cmml 

News 

6:10 to 

6:15 PM 

Closing Farm Markets 
and News 

LC 

Cmml 

Agr 

6:15 to 

6:20 PM 

Weatherfacts 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

6:20 to 

6:30 PM 

Sportsview 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 

6:30 to 

6:45 PM 

These Two 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

6:45 to 

7:00 PM 

News 

NBC 

Cmml 

News 

7:00 to 

7:30 PM 

Curtain Call 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

7:30 to 

8:00 PM 

We The People 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

8:00 to 

8:30 PM 

The Big Story 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

8:30 to 

9:00 PM 

The Aldrich Family 

NBC 

Cmml 

Ent 

9:00 to 

9:45 PM 

Cavalcade of Sports 

NBC 

Cmml 

Talk 

9:45 to 10:00 PM 

The Man For The Job 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 

10:00 to 10:15 PM 

Ten 0^ Clock Telenews 

WC 

Cmml 

News 

10:15 to 10:20 PM 

Weatherfacts 

LC 

Cmml 

Talk 

10:20 to 10:30 PM 

Sportsview 

LS 

Sust 

Talk 

10:30 to 11:30 PM 

The Late Show 

RS 

Sust 

Ent 

11:30 

PM 

Sign Off 
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TIME 

3628 


8:00 



AM 

10:00 

to 

10:30 

AM 

10:30 

to 

11:00 

AM 

11:00 

to 

11:30 

AM 

11:30 

to 

12:00 

Noon 

12:00 

to 

12:15 

PM 

12:15 

to 

12:20 

PM 

12:20 

to 

1:00 

PM 

1:00 

to 

1:15 

PM 

1:15 

to 

1:30 

PM 

1:30 

to 

2:00 

PM 

2:00 

to 

3:00 

PM 

3:00 

to 

3:30 

PM 

3:30 

to 

4:30 

PM 

4:30 

to 

5:00 

PM 

5:00 

to 

5:30 

PM 

5:30 

to 

6:00 

PM 

6:00 

to 

6:30 

PM 

6:30 

to 

7:00 

PM 

7:00 

to 

8:00 

PM 

8:00 

to 

9:30 

PM 

9:30 

to 

10:00 

PM 

10:00 

to 

10:15 

PM 

10:15 

to 

10:20 

PM 

10:20 

to 

10:30 

PM 

10:30 

to 

11:30 

PM 

11:30 



PM 


TITLE 

SATURDAYS 

Test Pattern 
The Story Hour 
Junior Stars 
Space Patrol 
Kids and Company 
News At 12 
Weatherfacts 
Down On The Farm 
Stranger Than Fiction 
Barksdale News 
See Your Schools 
Cowboy Thrills 
Rootle Kazootie 
Cowboy Thrills 
High School Newspaper 
College By Degrees 
The Lord^s Children 
Mr. Wizard 

Saturday Night Jamboree 
All Star Revue 
Show of Shows 
Hit Parade 

Ten O’clock Telenews 
Weatherfacts 
Sportsvlew 
The Late Show 
Sign Off 


ORIGINATION & 
CLASSIFICATION 


••• 

“ “ • 
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3708 [Stamped FCC 7/7/53] 

RADIO STATION - KCU 
SHREVEPORT, LA. 

Daddy Oh Hot Rod Program 
June 23, 1953, 3:00 - 3:30 p. m. 

Program opens with station identification and a few words from Daddy 
Oh Hot Rod about nothing. 

1 minute spot commercial by announcer for Borden's Cheese. 

5 minutes of news. 

30 second commercial for Borden's. 

Weather forecast. 

Daddy Oh Hot Rod spot commercial for cleaning shop (30 seconds). 

Daddy Oh Hot Rod spot commercial for jeweler (30 seconds). 

Plays recording (5 minutes approx.). 

Announcer, spot commercial for Wonder Buns (1 minute). 

Daddy Oh Hot Rod spot for cancer crusade (1 minute). 

Plays recordhg (5 minutes approx.). 

3709 Daddy Oh Hot Rod spot commercial for a fire sale (1 minute). 

Announcer, spot commercial for Royal Crown Pomade (1 minute) 

Daddy Oh Hot Rod - station identification (3:15 p.m.) 

DADDY OH HOT ROD: "It's time for us to be yakkin' and blabbin' and 
broad scatterin' like crazy about Ruby's Grocery Market, 515 
, Western Avenue. You know Ruby's Grocery Market is open every 

m 

Sunday, yessiree. If you take your groceries with you, and spend 
$7 or more for groceries you get 2 pounds of sugar free at Ruby's 
Grocery Market, 515 Western Avenue. Don't forget their tele¬ 
phone by the way, 2-8326, that's 2-8326. Get your pencil and paper 
so you can jot it down cause you're not go in' to think about it. 

Go get your pencil and paper - just be listenin' while I tell you 
what they offer there. Butter 68f a pound, eggs 55( a dozen, pig 
tails 3 pounds for 59?, chuck roast 35? a pound, red hots 45? a 
pound, chili 49? a pound - that's at Ruby's Grocery Market. You 
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3710 got your telephone number - that telephone number - you got your 
pencil, that’s what I meant to say. In case you don’t have the 
telephone number write It down - 2-8326, 2-8326, that’s Ruby’s 
Grocery Market. Here’s one of their specialties out there: 25 
pounds of flour, 3 pounds lard, 3 pounds rice, 10 pounds red po¬ 
tatoes, 2 cans yellow eyed peas, 10 pounds meal, 2 pounds bones, 

2 pounds dried salt meat, 1/2 gallon can syrup, 2 cans spinach, 

2 cans tomato sauce, all that for seven dollars and 35 cents, wow, 
wow, wow! Wonder how dat man makes any money selling groceries 
that cheap. He can’t make it. He just can’t make it to save his neck. 
I don’t know how he’s go in’ to do it. Ruby’s - look here - he got 
chicken backs. 5 pounds of chicken backs will only cost you — 

I know I must be lookin’ at dls thing wrong. I got to be. I must be 
lookin’ at dis thing wrong. He SBys in here, 5 pounds chicken backs 
85 cents. 5 pounds chicken backs? Let me get on dat telephone - 

3711 he don’t mean dat, he must be wrong. He don’t mean nothin’ like 
dat. Let me get on dis phone here. (Gets on phone) 2-8326. 

(Aside): I know he don’t mean nothin’ like dat. I know he don’t 
mean no 5 pounds of no chicken backs for no 85 cents. Ain’t nobody 
in the world goin’ to mean nothin’ like dat. They just made a mis¬ 
take in this printin’ here. (On phone): This is Daddy Oh Hot Rod 
at KCU. Pm lookin’ at your sale paper here. It says 5 pounds of 
chicken backs for 85 cents. I know it must be - the printer must have 
made a mistake there didn’t he? (Answer on the other end): Huh? 
The printer didn’t make no mistake on that (Answer on other end). 
Man, you can’t make no money like that, you - (answer on other end). 
Well, thanks just the same. All right, if you want to give your gro¬ 
ceries away, all right, that’s all right with me. All right, all right, 
then. All right, then, bye. (Hangs up). Now how you goin’ - 
(giggles). Man crazy there. Glvin’ away chicken backs. He jes 

3712 crazy, (giggles). 5 pounds of chicken backs I Whoever heard of 
anything - 2 pounds will only cost you 45? at Ruby’s Grocery Market. 

I thought the printer made a mistake there but he says that’s right. 
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That’s at Ruby’s Grocery Market, 515 Western Avenue. Don’t 
forget that telephone number, 2-8326. Go dere and save. Let’s 
play this number now. ”My Sympathy” - ’Tou have My Sumpathy”. 
I tell you. Ruby’s Grocery Market has my sympathy too. I sym¬ 
pathize with him. Boy, he goin’ in the hole just like a mole - he 
ain’t goin’ to have no bones in his clothes cause he’s given’ away 
his groceries. ” (3 minutes, 30 seconds) 

Plays recording, ’’You Have My Sympathy”. 

Singing commercial for Foremost Milk (1 minute). 

Daddy Oh Hot Rod, spot commercial for Citizens Loan Company (30 
seconds). 

Plays recording. 

Daddy Oh Hot Rod, spot commercial for Red King Sewing Machine Co. 

3713 (2 minutes, 10 seconds). 

Announcer: Spot commercial for Ro 3 ral Crown Pomade (1 minute). 

Daddy Oh Hot Rod gives time - 3:31. 

Plays recording for approximately 1 minute, or to 3:32. 


4027 INITIAL DECISION 

4047 10. Character, background and experience of Shreveport Tele¬ 

vision Company and of its stockholders, officers and directors; 
participation of Shreveport Television Company’s principals 
in operation of proposed television station — _ 


(1) Shreveport Television Company is a partnership composed 
of Don George, Ben Beckham, Jr., Henry E. Linam and Carter Hen¬ 
derson. 

4: 4c 4c » 
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Footnote George’s theatre interests include one motion pic¬ 

ture theatre in Alexandria, three motion picture theatres and one drive-in 
theatre in Shreveport and one drive-in theatre in Bossier City. Louisiana. 
All of the theatres owned by Don George in Shreveport and Bossier City 
have a total capacity of under 5,000. KRMD offered in evidence two 
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complaints filed in the Louisiana courts by Loew's, Inc. against Don 
George allegii^ misstatement to Loewis of gross receipts from George 
Theatres and consequent loss to Loewis of exhibition fees based on gross 
receipts. Objection to this offer was sustained on the ground that the 
merits of those complaints have not been determined by any court, and 
on the basis of the allegations of the complaint alone no adverse finding as 
to defendant George could be made in this proceeding; nor does the mere 
filing of these complaints warrant our drawing any adverse conclusions 
against George. 

♦ ♦ I * ^ 

4055 For example, Station KCXJ does not always use the "platters’’ sent 
to it by various governmental and other organizations, such as the De¬ 
partment of Defense (Army Air Corps, Navy, Marine Corps), the Treasury 
Department or the National Council of Safety. Instead, according to L. H. 
Brandao, Station KCU’s program manager, the following is what takes 
place: 

"The United States Army, for example, will send us a 
transcription. It is a 15-minute transcription featuring music of 
Harry Salznik and his orchestra with popular music. The announcer 
on this transcription opens the program, saying ’United States Air 
Force presents’ such-and-such, and we have music. Then the an¬ 
nouncer comes in and reads a recruiting message for the Army, 
and we have more music, and we have another spot, and we have 
more music, and we have another spot, and they go off. 

"That is what takes place on the transcription. 

"Where we have the program such as West Best or T-Tommy, 
we do not want to lose the listeners to hillbUly music, who would 
turn us off if we play Andre Kostelanetz. They want to hear Red 
Foley and Eddie Arnold. So we feel that we can do the United 
States Army, or whatever the organization is, a much better job 
if we bring the program on, saying: ’The United States Army pre¬ 
sents the following 15 minutes, ’ and then we play a Western record, 
and then we read a spot, and then another record, and then another 
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spot. They have had the music that they want. — We have not 
lost any of a great majority of our listeners, and more people have 
heard about the United States Army than they would have if we had 
played Andre Kostelanetz. 

"Let me say this: That in our popular music program, Roy 
Cordell in the morning, and Roy Cordell in the afternoon, we will 
play these transcriptions with popular music on them. It is so 
much easier for us to play them than not to play them, but the 
people cannot keep up with us in supplying us with Western Music 
on these transcriptions. 

"So, therefore, I, as program manager, write out these 
programs in such a way that the entire 15 minutes is devoted to 
that organization in exactly the same way as it is on the transcrip¬ 
tion and give it to the announcer, and he does it. ♦ (R. 1131, 
1132) 

4056 Station KCU does not ask permission of the Army, Treasury De¬ 
partment, or other organization to make such substitutions in their pro¬ 
grams. Actually, KCU does not know whether these organizations would 
approve such substitutions in their programs and the announcement that 
such substituted programs are presented by them. However, it is ad¬ 
mitted by Mr. Brandao that the United States Army, for instance, might 
be interested in the kind of music which is broadcast under its sponsor¬ 
ship since a popular song about "Boys dying in Korea" would hardly help 
a recruiting program, and the Treasury Department would probably not 

welcome the rendition of "Brother Can you Spare a Dime" on one of its 

40/ 

programs urging the purchase of bonds. — In any event, we think that, 
without the permission of the sponsoring agency to the substitution of its 


By "they" the witness is referrii^ to the KCU listening audience. 

—^ Mr. Brandao testified that to his knowledge these songs have not 
been played by KCU on any of these programs. 
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program, it becomes a sustaining program of the station with non¬ 
commercial spot announceinents. on behalf of the agency, and an aimounce- 
ment that the entire segment of time is presented by the agency on.whose 
behalf such non-commercial spot announcements are broadcast is mani¬ 
festly improper. 

(3) A very important part of the weekly 83% entertainment program 

is the program broadcast daily (Mondays through Saturdays) for an 

average of three and one-half hours each day by a Negro disc jockey 

(Chester McDowell) who is known as ’’Daddy-O’HotrRod/’ Portions 

of two segments from these programs were introduced in evidence. 

One segment had been recorded and was played in the hearing room 

on a portable record player brought there by the applicant Shreveport so 

that ’^sound effects” could be observed, John Pace, manager of Station 

KCIJ, admitted that this portion of the recording of the ”Daddy-0’Hot- 

Rod” program, which occurred June 23, 1953, from 5:30 to 5:45 p.m. 

is an accurate recording of that program. During that program, music 

(some Negro Spirituals) interspersed with several commercials for Jax 

41/ 

Beer were broadcast —■ along with grunts, groans and squeals of the 
disc jockey, whose speech was at times unintelligible to the Examiner 
whose ear does not happen to be acquainted with the speech of the 
Southern Negro, However, it may well be that in Shreveport, Louisiana, 
where about 35% of the population is of,the Negro race, the speech of 
Chester McDowell on this program would be intelligible to his auditors. 
That it is and, in fact,' has been met with favor by his listening 
audience is evident from an award given him on the stage of the Booker 
T. Washington High School as the most popular disc jockey in that part 
of the country. The second segment of this program which was 


41/ The Examiner asked the manager of Station KCIJ whether it did 
not strike him as incongruous to intersperse a program of Negro 
Spirituals with Jax Beer commercials, and he replied: ’Well, 
that may be true^ However, he ( Chester McDowell] does, and 
they like it. He gets fan mail every day, I would say he averages 
between 50 and 100 cards or letters a day from his fans, and we 
are very proud of him. ” (R. 1010) 
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4057 


broadcast by Station KCIJ on June 23, 1953,. from 3:00 to 3:30 
p.m. was recorded by the applicant Shreveport but was not p^yed 
back in the hearing room. However, as previously indicated, it w^ 
transcribed and presented as an exhibit. According to this exhibit, 
within this half-hour segment KCIJ broadcast six 1-minute commercials, 
four 30-second commercials, one commercial 3 minutes and 30 seconds 
in length and one commercial 2 minutes and 10 seconds in length plus 
one non-commercial announcement 1-minute long for the Cancer 
Research. Although Pace admitted that the transcribed portion of 
this program is accurate, he insisted it is not ’’typical” of this pro¬ 
gram in that the commercials on it are generally not as long as some 
of those appearing on this particular segment. He admitted, however, 
that this disc jockey ’’freely ad-libbed” on his commercials and that 
the only way this could be checked would be by monitoring the program; 
that he did not monitor the ’’Daddy-0-Ji)t-Rod” show except for news 
and maybe for audition purposes. Mr. McDowell’s programs are not 
confined to ”boogie-woogie. ” On Mondays through Fridays at 5:00, he 
devotes 15 minutes exclusively to religious music. He also devotes a 
30-minute segment of his Saturday program exclusively to Spiritual 
music. 

(4) A substantial majority of KCIJ’s religious programs are 
commercial; it has accepted ads for Chiropractors although the 
practice of Chiropractic in Louisiana is not licensed, and, as pre¬ 
viously found, KCIJ has broadcast overlong commercials and inter¬ 
sperses beer advertising with religious music. All such practices 
appear to be inconsistent with the Code of the National Association 

of Radio and Television Broadcasters to which Station KCIJ ’’generally” 

42/ 

adheres, according to the testimony of Lester Kamin. —’ The KCIJ 


42/ This Code does not recommend a charge for religious programs, 
counsels diligence to the end that advertising copy accepted for 
broadcasting complies with Federal, State and local laws, and 
deplores overlong commercials. It also counsels that good ' 
taste should govern placement and presentation of announcements. 
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logs show repeated violations of Section 3.181 of the Commission's 
rules with respect to the failure of that station properly to type its pro¬ 
grams; Section 3.183 with respect to the failure of persons keeping 

the KCIJ logs to sign them or to identify their initials. 

^ * * * * 

4127 EXCEPTIONS TO INITIAL DECISION AND REQUEST 

_ FOR ORAL ARGUMENT _ 

Southland Television Company files herewith its exceptions *** 

« ate « # # 

4148 68. (par. 19, p. 56). To the finding that ’’As to the competition 
for product, i. e., film, between the Don George Theatres and appli¬ 
cant Shreveport’s proposed television station, the former use 35 mm 
film, the latter has equipment capable of using only 16 mm film, the 
applicant Shreveport has no intention of changing its proposed tele¬ 
vision equipment so as to permit the use of 35 mm film. ” This con¬ 
clusion overlooks the well known practice of the film industry to the 
effect that while most feature film may be initially produced on 35 
mm, the film distributors have them reduced to 16 mm size in 
laboratories such as Acme Film Laboratory, Hollywood and they 
offer same to the buyers in both sizes. Since both sizes are avail¬ 
able, few television stations have 35 mm projectors. See also video 
film monthly Faetbook , January 1953, p, 10, which lists ’’Active Film 
Series” and contains the following: ”In almost every case 16 mm prints 
of films are available.” (We understand that WNBW is the only station 
in Washington that has both sizes of projectors. It is clear that if 
feature film were available only in 35 mm size, TV stations would be 
forced to have that size projector in order to meet competition of both 

4149 ,py stations and movies.). Southland does not anticipate a need for a 
35 mm projector but if one is necessary in order to show film that 
applicant could easily obtain such equipment. While there is a pos¬ 
sibility that some high price picture might not be available as early for 
TV as at the movie house, this would be the exception; and there may be 
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fewer exceptlQns as more TV stations go on the air. In that connection 
there is a pending anti-trust suit with respect to release of 16 mm film 
to television. U. S. v. Twentieth. Centur^r Fox-Film Corporation, et al, 
Civil Action 14354, U.S. District Court, Southern District of Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Since Mr. George has valuable theatre properties estimated at 
$300,000 to $400,000, how would he feel if the same shows were to be 
on TV and at his theatre ? It is axiomatic that people would prefer to 
stay at home and see a free movie rather than hire a baby sitter, 
drive to a movie, worry about parking and pay for tickets for a family. 

Actually, the competition between TV and the movie house has 
become serious; this fact has been recognized by the industry leaders 
and writers. See the statements of Benjamin Berger, President, 

North Central Alliance, Morris Lowenstein, President, Theatre 
Owners of Oklahoma, R. B. Wilby, S. H. Fabian, President Stanley 
Warner Corp., Robert J. O’Donnell, Interstate Circuit, Al Lichtman, 
20th-Fox Distribution Director, and Herbert J. Yates. 193 Variety 
Magazine , 48th Anniversary number, January 6, 1954, p. 7, 8, 48, 49. 
As Terry Turner stated, ’’Television, it must be admitted, has 
changed our ways of life and I think anyone would be a dunce to deny 
that it is in more direct competition with the motion picture business 
than any other form of amusement. (Id. p. 59) 

DECISION 

By the Commission; Commissioners McConnaughey, Chairman; and 
Lee not participating. 

I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

1. Each of the above-named applicants seeks a construction 
permit for a new, commercial television broadcast station to operate 
on Channel 12 in Shreveport, Louisiana. By Order of May 20, 


1/ The applicants will hereinafter be sometimes referred to as 
” ’’Southland”, ”KRMD” and ’’Shreveport Television”. 
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1953 (FCC 53t 613)^ the Commission found the above-entitled applica¬ 
tions to be mutually exclusive and, accordingly, designated them for 

hearing in a consolidated proceeding to commence on June 19, 

1953. In the said Order the Commission fornid Southland and Shreve¬ 
port Television to be legally, financially and technically qualified to 
construct, own and operate the television stations respectively proposed 
and KHMD to be legally and technically so qualified. In view of the above 
findings the Commission ordered that the applications be heard uix>n the 
following issues: 

^’1. To determine whether Radio Station KRMD is financially 
qualified to construct, own and operate the proposed tele¬ 
vision broadcast station. 

”2. To determine on a comparative basis which of the operations 
proposed in the above-entitled applications would best serve 
the public interest, convenience and necessity in the light 
of the record made with respect to the significant dif- 
f e'rences among the applications as to: 

(a) The backgroimd and experience of each of the above- 
named applicants having a bearing, on its ability to 
own and operate the proposed television station. 

(b) The proposals of each of the above-named applicants 
with!respect to the management and operation of the 
proposed station. 

(c) The programming service proposed in each of the 
above-entitled applications.” 

2. Pursuant to Section 1.841 of the Commission's Rules, Hearing 
Examiner Fanney N. litvin opened the proceeding with a hearing con¬ 
ference on Jime 19, 1953. A second conference was held on Jime 23, 
1953. At these conferences points of reliance were stated, stipulations 
were concluded and all other matters preliminary to the hearing proper 
were.resolved. Also on June 23, 1953, the Examiner issued a Memo¬ 
randum and Order after Hearing Conference (FCC 53M-472) governing 




the course of the hearing, the document containing, inter alia, a 
recitation of the points of reliance and of the agreements entered into 
by the parties. Direct examination of the witnesses of all parties was 
presented in writing and thereafter cross-examination and rebuttal 
testimony was conducted by oral examination for 15 days between June 
29 and July 31, 1953. Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions were 
timely filed by the applicants. None were filed by the Chief, Broadcast 
Bureau. 

3. On June 7, 1954 the Examiner issued her Initial Decision (FCC 
54D 41, released June 8, 1954) looking toward a grant of the Shreve¬ 
port Television application and denials of those of Southland and KHMD. 
Exceptions were timely filed by the two losing applicants, by Shreveport 
Television and by the Broadcast Bureau, tlie latter two parties not ex¬ 
cepting to the Examiner^s ultimate grant. On July 19, 1954 pleadings 

4269 in reply to exceptions were filed by Shreveport Television and by 

KRMD. Oral argument, in which all three applicants and the Broadcast 
Bureau participated, was held before the Commission en banc on 
September 14, 1954. 

4. The Commission has examined the controverted rulings of 
the Examiner on points of evidence and, except as hereinafter other¬ 
wise indicated, herewith approves them. We have carefully considered 
the exceptions to the Initial Decision. Those which are granted, in 
whole or in part, are reflected in our decision herein; the other ex¬ 
ceptions, or portions of exceptions not so granted, are denied either 
for the reasons set forth in the decision, or as contrary to the record 
and not supported thereby; as adequately reflected by the decision; as 
being immaterial and irrelevant and having no decisional significance; 
or as not in conformity with our Rules. 

n. FINDINGS OF FACT 
The Community Involved 

5. Shreveport city has a population of 127,602; the Shreveport 
urban area has a population of 150,208; and Caddo Parish, in which 


1953 (FCC 53t 613), the Commission foimd the above-entitled applica¬ 
tions to be mutually exclusive and, accordingly, designated them for 
4268 hearing in a consolidated proceeding to commence on June 19, 

1953. In the said Order the Commission foimd Southland and Shreve¬ 
port Television to be legally, financially and technically qualified to 
construct, own and operate the television stations respectively proposed 
and KHMD to be legally and technically so qualified. In view of the above 
findings the Commission ordered that the applications be heard upon the 
following issues: 

”1. To determine whether Radio Station KRMD is financially 
qualified to construct, own and operate the proposed tele¬ 
vision broadcast station. 

”2. To determine on a comparative basis which of the operations 
proposed in the above-entitled applications would best serve 
the public interest, convenience and necessity in the light 
of the record made with respect to the significant dif- 
f erences among the applications as to: 

(a) The I background and experience of each of the above- 
named applicants having a bearing, on its ability to 
own and operate the proposed television station. 

(b) The proposals of each of the above-named applicants 
with respect to the management and operation of the 
proposed station. 

(c) The programming service proposed in each of the 
above-entitled applications.” 

2. Pursuant to Section 1.841 of the Commission's Rules, Hearing 
Examiner Fanney N. Litvin opened the proceeding with a hearing con¬ 
ference on June 19, 1953. A second conference was held on June 23, 
1953. At these conferences points of reliance were stated, stipulations 
were concluded and all other matters preliminary to the hearing proper 
were.resolved. Also on Jtme 23, 1953, the Examiner issued a Memo¬ 
randum and Order after Hearing Conference (FCC 53M-472) governing 



the course of the hearing, the document containing, inter alia, a 
recitation of the points of reliance and of the agreements entered into 
by the parties. Direct examination of the witnesses of all parties was 
presented in writing and thereafter cross-examination and rebuttal 
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n. FINDINGS OF FACT 
The Community Involved 

5. Shreveport city has a population of 127,602; the Shreveport 
urban area has a population of 150,208; and Caddo Parish, in which 
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Shreveport is located, has a population of 176,547. Of these popula¬ 
tions about 35% are non-white. Bossier City, located in Bossier Parish 
directly across the Red River from Shreveport, has a population of 
15,470. The Caddo-Bossier area is rich in agriculture and is be¬ 
coming important for its natural gas and petroleum. The retail sales 
for 1951 for Caddo Parish totaled $205,901,000 and for Bossier Parish 
totaled $19,563,000. The farm income for 1949 from Caddo Parish 
was $8,935,000 and from Bossier Parish was $4,783,000. The median 
family income in the Shreveport metropolitan area is $2, 638, in the 
Shreveport urban area is $2,950, and in the Bossier City urban area 

is $3,157. Shreveport has seven standard broadcast stations and 

2 / 

three FM stations.—' Television Channels 3 and 12 have been allocated 

3/ 

for use in that city.- It has 35 grade schools, six high schools, four 
junior high schools and five business colleges. Bossier City has four 
grade and two high schools. Centenary College of Louisiana and St. 
Vincentes College are located in Shreveport. Shreveport has two daily 
newspapers of general circulation. The Shreveport Times , published 
each morning and Sunday by Times Publishing Company, Ltd,, and 
The Shreveport Journal , an evening newspaper, published by Journal 

Publishing Company, Inc. In the Shreveport-Bossier City area there 
4270 are a total of 19 theatres, including 3 ^’downtown’’ theatres ^d 

6 drive-ins, having a total seating capacity of approximately 19, 500. 
Two weekly papers are published in Bossier City. Barksdale Air 
Force Base is located at Shreveport, and there are a number of other 
important military installations and organizations located in and around 


2/ The standard broadcast stations are: KCIJ (980 kc, 5 kw, D), KENT 
(1550 kc, 500 w, 1 kw-LS, DA-N, U), KRMD (1340 kc, 250 w, U), 
KTBS (710 kc, 5 kw, 10 kw-LS, DA-2, U), KWKH (1130 kc, 50 
kw, DA-N, U), KANV (1050 kc, 250 w, D), and KJOE-(1480 kc, 

1 kw, D). The latter two stations were licensed on August 12 
and August 21, 1954, respectively, after the record herein was 
closed. The FM stations are KWKH-FM (94.5 me, -13.5 kw, - 390 ft.), 
KRMD-FM (101.1 me, 11. 5 kw, 200 ft.) and KTBS-FM (96.5 
me, 11.5kw, 320 ft.). 

On February 16, 1955 the Commission granted the application of 
KTBS, Inc. for ,a construction permit for Channel 3. (FCC 55-231) 
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that city. In the Shreveport-Bossier City area, there are 189 churches 
of var3ring denominations and numerous local clubs and organizations. 
Shreveport has a Symphony Orchestra and a Children's Symphony 
Orchestra. 

Financial Qualifications of KRMD 

6. KRMD's initial construction and other costs prior to com¬ 
mencement of operation will be as follows: 


Down payment on equipment 

$100,437 

Antenna tower 

78,750 

Transmitter building 

9,583 

Contingencies 

50,000 

Total 

$238,770 


7. KRMD’s equipment (with the exception of speciallighting and 
furniture and fixtures) will be supplied by General Electric, Under 
the agreement which KRMD has with that supplier, a total of 25% 
($100,^437) of the total contract price of $401,751 will have become 
payable at the time of delivery of the quipment. During the first 
year (beginning 30 days after shipment) 10% of the balance will be due 
in monthly installments, each bearing simple interest at the rate of 
6% per annum. 

8. The contingency fund of $50, 000 will cover the following 
items: installation of transmitter and studio equipment; hand tools; 
salaries prior to commencement of operation; lease for studio one 
month prior to commencement of operation; furniture and fixtures not 
already owned; window air-conditioning unit, electric heater, and 
certain kitchen items for use at transmitter building; scraping road 
at transmitter building; speciallighting for studio and installation 
thereof; transportation of equipment; and Louisiana sales tax. This 

t 

fund must also sustain the applicant’s cost of hearing in this pro¬ 
ceeding (not estimated in this record) and possibly some of the 
unestimated cost of travel incident to the training of personnel. How¬ 
ever, the applicant has allocated an amount of $600 per month in its 
budget for the first year of operation to cover travel incident to the 


training of personnel and part or all of this fund could be used to defray 
such costs prior to commencement of operation. Assuming that the 
items listed above are paid out of the contingency fund, the total expense 
will be approximately $30,000, leaving approximately $20,000 to defray 
hearing costs and any costs of training personnel prior to commencement 
of operation above the $7,200 set aside for travel for the first year of 
operation. These sums provide a safe leeway. 

4271 9. KRMD will have available for construction and operation of 

the station the following funds: 


Cash 

$ 

31,000 

Profits from operation of Station KRMD 


20,000 

Loan from bank 


450,000 

Loans from partners 


200,000 

Total 

$ 

701,000 


10. As at April 30, 1953, KRMD had cash on hand or in banks in 
the amount of $57,000; $26,000, however, is committed to the repayment 
of a loan. The net income of Station KRMD exceeded $19,800 for the 
year 1952 and exceeded $4,700 for the first four months of 1953. KRMD^s 
financial position at the time of the hearing and its earning history indi¬ 
cate that it will be able to turn over approximately $51,000 to the tele¬ 
vision operation. 

11. KRMD has a commitment from The First National Bank of 
Shreveport approving a loan of $450,000. The loan will be based on the 
endorsements of T. B. Lanford and R. M. Dean. Repayment of any part 
of the loan (including interest) will not be required until one year after 
the last portion of the loan has been advanced. A condition of the loan 

is the liquidation, upon the grant of a construction permit, of a company 
(D & L Company) in which Dean and Lanford are equal partners. KRMD 
ejects that the liquidation of the company will be completed within a 
year from such a grant; there is, however, no requirement to that effect. 
The bank has indicated a willingness to handle any amount still due after 
the liquidation on the personal note of Mr. Lanford. 

12. Messrs. Lanford and Dean have each agreed to lend the 
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applicant $100,000. As at December 31, 1952, aside from his interest 
in the D&L Company, Mr. Lanford had a net worth in excess of $435,000. 
His liquid assets were in excess of $65,000 and he had incomes (after 
taxes) in 1951 and 1952 of $46,000 and $3^,000, respectively. In addition, 
Mr. Lanford has a commitment from The, First National Bank of Shreve¬ 
port to lend him the $100,000 in the event he finds himself without the 
necessary funds to honor his loan agreement. Mr. Dean’s net worth as 
at December 31, 1953 exceeded $95,000. These assets are chiefly non¬ 
liquid and, as in the case of Mr. Lanford, take no note of his interest 
in the D&L Company. His incomes (after taxes) for 1951 and 1952 were 
$29,000 and $26,000. Although Mr. Dean’s financial qualification cannot 
be found from the foregoing facts. Gulf National Bank of Lake Charles, 
Louisiana has agreed to lend him $100, OOQ with the understanding that the 
proceeds of the loan are to be used in the financing of a television station 
in Shreveport. The commitment was made with full knowledge that Mr. 

Dean would be a co-maker on a note of $450,000 to be executed in favor 

4/ 

of The First National Bank of Shreveport. - 
4272 13. Subtracting initial costs ($238,770) from funds available 

($701,000) we find that KRMD will have a cash balance of $462,230 with 
which to begin its first year of operation. During the first year it must 
make the following expenditures: 

Deferred payments on equipment (See paragraph 7) $30,131 


Interest payments 17,2 50 

Salaries 160.680 

5/ 

Operating costs - 151,320 

Total $359,381 


- Lanford and Dean are partners, also, in Calcasieu Broadcasting 
Company which, at the time of the hearing herein, was an applicant for a 
construction permit for a new television broadcast station in Lake Charles, 
Louisiana (File No. BPCT-874). Although, during the course of the hear¬ 
ing, Lanford and Dean withdrew proposals to lend the Lake Charles appli¬ 
cant money, as partners, they remain individually liable for its debts in 
the event of default. On November 12, 1953 the Commission granted with¬ 
out hearing the above application of Calcasieu Broadcasting Company. By 
(Continued on Page 122) 
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On the basis of the foregoing figures, the applicant will have a cash 
’’cushion^’ of approximately $102,849 without taking into account first- 
year revenues. 

14. Included within KHMD^s cost figure is an item in the amount 
of $7,200 per year representing lease payments for a studio building. 

In this connection Louzan Lumber & Supply Company, Inc. has agreed 
to erect an air-conditioned studio building in accordance with plans and 
specifications supplied by KHMD, and to lease it to KRMD at a monthly 
rental of $600. The lease is to run for a period of 5 years, but it is 
renewable for another 5 years at the option of the lessee. The building 
will cost $50,832 plus an additional $17,000 for air conditioning. D & L 
Company owns 7 5% of the stock of Louzan Lumber & Supply Company, 

Inc.; accordingly, the latter company is controlled by Dean and Lanford. 
By virtue of the commitment to The First National Bank of Shreveport 
the interest of D & L Company in Louzan Lumber & Supply Company, 

Inc., might eventually have to be sold. The studio will be fully com¬ 
pleted, however, while control of the company is in the hands of Dean 
and Lanford; if by some chance control of the company should pass to 
other persons, the obligations under the above agreement would, of course, 
also pass. Louzan Lumber & Supply Company, Inc. has a net worth of 
only $35,000, with cash of $5,000 and merchandise inventory of $96,000. 
Mr. Lanford, however, has an oral commitment from a finance company 
to lend $72,000 on the security of the lease. 

15. KRMD has allocated a total of $14,400 for film rentals during 
its first year of operation, basing the figure on an assumed cost of $20 
per hour. During the course of the hearing a question arose as to suf¬ 
ficiency of KRMD’s estimates. KRMD arrived at the figure of $20, in 

(Footnote 4 continued) 

virtue of such action the Commission necessarily found that applicant to 
be financially qualified to construct, own and operate the station there 
proposed. 

5/ 

~ These costs include ’^miscellaneous” e:q)enses in a total amount of 
$19,920 and "depreciation” in the amount of $50,400. 
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4273 part, on the basis of the fact that film costs in Birmingham, a 
market approximately three times the size of the Shreveport market, 
are down to $40 per hour. But, even if the cost to KRMD should be 
triple its original estimates, the additional e^ense to that applicant 
would be only $28,800, and its cash "cushion” (see paragraph 13) would 
still exceed $74,000. 

16. The foregoing findings establish that KRMD is financially 
qualified to construct, own and operate the television broadcast station 
it herein proposes. This finding has been arrived at without considera¬ 
tion of KRMD’s anticipated first-year revenues. Based upon a Class A 
hourly rate of $250, KRMD estimates that these revenues will approxi¬ 
mate $325,000. Of this sum, $60,000 will be derived from the sale of 
available network time and the balance from the sale of approximately 
35% of available non-network time. In view of the size and importance 
of the Shreveport market (see paragraph 5), and in view of the fact that 
only two television channels have been assig:ned to Shreveport, KRMD’s 
estimate as to first-year revenues is accepted as a reasonable possi¬ 
bility. 

The Applicants — Southland 

17. Southland Television Company is \sl Texas corporation authorized 
to engage in business in the State of Louisiana. It was organized for the 
special purpose of prosecuting its application herein, and it owns no prop¬ 
erty other than the funds contributed for the prosecution of the application 
and certain lease or option rights which have been acquired in connection 
with the application. At the present time its charter provides for 1000 
shares of stock of $1 par value and provides for a board of four directors. 
There is no provision in Southland's charter for cumulative voting of 
stock. Southland presently has four stockholders (250 shares each): 

Lester Kamin of Dallas, Billy B. Goldberg of Houston, Pat Coon of 
Dallas and John H. Pace of Shreveport. On January 23, 1953, these 

four stockholders (hereinafter collectively referred to as the "Texas 
group") constituted the board of directors and were, respectively, presi¬ 
dent, secretary-treasurer, and vice presidents of the company. On that 


date the Texas group entered into an agreement with 17 residents of 
Shreveport (hereinafter collectively referred to as the ’^Shreveport 
group”) under which the Texas group was to advance all funds necessary 
for the prosecution of the application herein. It was agreed between the 
parties that, in the event of a grant, the corporate charter will be a- 
mended to provide for 6000 shares of common stock of $10 par value; 
that each member of the Texas group will exchange his 250 shares of 
old stock for 500 shares of the new stock; and that the Shreveport group 
will provide the necessary funds for the construction and operation of 
the proposed television station through the purchase of 4000 shares of 
the new stock and through loans of additional funds. Thus, in accordance 
with the agreement, the Texas group will own one-third and the Shreve¬ 
port group two-thirds of Southland’s capital stock. The agreement pro¬ 
vides that all further obligations of the parties shall terminate if no final 
decision shall have been rendered on the application either within one 


year from the date on which the competitive hearing on the application 

shall have commenced, or not later than December 31, 1954, whichever 

6 / ^ 

first occurs. —^ 


4274 18. The original membership of the Shreveport group together 

with the percentage of the 6000 shares individually subscribed was as 
follows: 


R. Z. Biedenharn 

5.4% 

Mrs. Anna Norton 

3.6% 

James W. Hargrove 

3.6% 

Richard W. Norton, Jr. 

7.2% 

Joseph L. Hargrove 

3.6% 

' Andrew Querbes m 

3.6% 

R. Clyde Hargrove 

3.6% 

Justin R. Querbes 

3.6% 

R. H. Hargrove ' 

3.6% 

Justin R. Querbes, Jr. 

3.7% 

Walter F. Hyde 

3.6% 

Randolph A. Querbes 

7.2% 

Norman V. Kinsey 

1.8% 

S. Eugene Sentell 

3.6% 

Norman V. Kinsey, Jr. 

1.8% 

John S. Terrell 

3.6% 

George D. Nelson 

3.6% 


66.7% 


6/ 


See paragraphs 110-115 and 158, infra. 


On January 10, 1954, R. H. Hargrove, Justin R. Querbes and Randolph 

Querbes were killed in an airplane accident; their estates have succeeded 

to their rights and obligations under the agreement. R. H. Hargrove 

was the father of James W., Joseph L. and R. Clyde Hargrove; the 

stockholdings of the brothers Hargrove and their father’s estate will 

total 14.4% of the stock to be issued. Justin R. and Randolph A. Querbes 

were brothers. Andrew HI and Justin R., Jr. are sons of Justin R. 

Querbes; George D. Nelson is a son-in-law of Justin R. Querbes. John 

S. Terrell and S. Eugene Sentell are sons-in-law of Randolph A. Querbes. 

The stockholdings of the Querbes’ estates, the Querbes brothers and the 

three sons-in-law will total 28.9% of the stock to be issued. The Kinseys 

(3. 6%) are father and son; the Nortons (10. 8%) are mother and son. 

Pending hearing and final decision on the Southland application, all of 

the common stock now issued, outstanding and owned by the Texas group 

has been transferred to a voting trust, the trustees of which are F. 

Leonard Hargrove (a brother of R. H. Hargrove), H.B. Wade, Jr., 

7/ 

and Justin B. Querbes, Jr., all residents of Shreveport.- The trust 
agreement provides that control of Southland's existing stock shall con¬ 
tinue in the trustees until the Shreveport group shall have received the 
4000 shares of new capital stock or until the stock and loan agreement 
shall have terminated, whichever event happens first. On June 9, 1953, 
Messrs. Kamin, Goldberg and Coon resigned as officers and directors of 
Southland; of the Texas group, therefore, there remained as an officer 
and director only John H. Pace. On the same date R. Clyde Hargrove was 
elected president and director, Randolph A. Querbes was elected vice 
president, R. Z. Biedenharn was elected secretary-treasurer, 
and Justin R. Querbes and J.W. Hargrove were elected directors. It 
was planned at that time to amend the charter to provide for two additional 
4275 directors and to elect Randolph A. Querbes and Mr. Biedenharn to 
those positions. Following the deaths of the Querbes, the trustees elected 
Mr. Biedenharn as a director, and the plan to increase the number of 

7/ Justin R. Querbes was one of the trustees; following his death, Justin 
R. Querbes, Jr. was named to succeed him. 
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directors to six was abandoned. 

19. The present officers and directors of Southland, then, are 
as follows: 

R. Clyde Hargrove President and Director 

John H. Pace Vice President and Director 

R. Z. Biedenharn Secretary-Treasurer and 

Director 

James W. Hargrove Director 

The directors will meet at least once a week through the construction 
period and the first few months of operation; thereafter, board meetings 
will depend on the necessities of the situation but, in any event, they 
will be held at least once every two weeks. 

20. R. Clyde Hargrove was born in Shreveport in 1918. In 1930 
his family moved to Houston where it lived for about 10 years. He re¬ 
ceived a Bachelor of Arts degree in Economics and Business Administra¬ 
tion from Rice Institute in 1939 and an LL. B. degree from Yale Law 
School in 1942. Following his graduation from law school he served 
more than three years in the United States Army and was released from 
active duty therein in November of 1945. He was admitted to the practice 
of law in Louisiana in April of 1946 and since that date has been engaged 
in legal practice as a member of the Shreveport law firm of Hargrove, 
Guyton, Van Hook and Hargrove. He has had no e:qoerience in the opera¬ 
tion of a standard, FM or television broadcast station. He participates 
actively in a number of local civic, religious, sports, cultural and social 
organizations in Shreveport. He will have general supervision of and 
plans to spend some time at the proposed television station every day, 
totaling a minimum of one day a week and a maximum up to 40% of his 
total time in the supervision of its operation "from the standpoint of see¬ 
ing what is being done, how the programs are conforming to the policy 

of the Board of Directors and to check on public acceptance of our pro¬ 
grams. His law firm will be compensated for the time he spends on 
the business of the applicant corporation, ”just as we would bill any 
other client. He was responsible for seeing to it that various members 
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of the applicant corporation and certain members of its proposed staff 
met with various local Shreveport groups to discuss local programming 
and he has reviewed various plans for proposed programs. 

21. John H. Pace was born in Hot Springs, Arkansas in 1916, but 
his family moved to Memphis, Tennessee when he was about six years 
old. Mr. Pace has worked for a number of radio stations as a performer 
and as a salesman. In the latter part of 1948 he joined KLEE, Houston, 
as sales manager for that AM operation; he was later promoted to general 
manager. Although he did not serve, also, as manager of KLEE-TV, he 
participated in policy meetings concerning that station, assisted in the 
sale of time for that operation and sometimes arranged for the appearance 
of local talent on that station. His participation in the activities of KLEE-TV 

4276 (now KPRC-TV) continued until that station was sold in 1950. He continued 
as manager of KLEE until September of 1951. Since that time he has 
served as general manager of KCU, Shreveport. His personal participa¬ 
tion in several local organizations in Shreveport is of recent origin; he 
serves as KCU^s representative in the Shreveport Chamber of Commerce. 

In the event of a grant of the Southland application, Mr. Pace will leave 
KCU and become full-time general manager of the proposed television 
station. In further preparation for his duties as general manager he will 
attend Southeastern Radio and Television Institute in Nashville for at 
least one month. 

22. R. Z. Bledenharn was born in Vicksburg, Mississippi in 1911. 

He has lived in Shreveport and the Shreveport area since February 1913. 
After graduation from Centenary College, he entered business with his 
father, who was the principal stockholder of the Coca-Cola Bottling Com¬ 
pany in Shreveport. He is now secretary-treasurer and general manager 
(operating head) of that company, and he is a director and stockholder 

of the First National Bank of Shreveport. He has been active in various 
local, charitable, civic and religious organizations in Shreveport. He 
has had no experience in the operation of a standard FM or television 
broadcast station and will not participate in the day-to-day operation of 
the proposed television station but will participate as secretary-treasurer 
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of the applicant corporation and as a director when he is elected to that 
office. He will be available for directors’ meetings and whenever there 
are management problems to decide. 

23. James W. Hargrove was born in Shreveport and lived there 
until 1930 when his family moved to Houston, Texas. They returned to 
Shreveport in 1940 and except for periods when he was away at school 
and in the military service he has lived in Shreveport ever since. He 
was graduated from Rice Institute, Houston, Texas, in 1943, and he 
served in the Armed Forces of the United States from about 1943 to 
1946. His business activity includes serving as secretary and assistant 
treasurer of Texas Eastern Transmission Corporation, a natural gas 
pipe line company engaged in interstate transmission and sale of natural 
gas from Texas and Louisiana to the East Coast. In the fall of 1952 he 
was elected to the Caddo Parish School Board for a term of six years, 
commencing in January 1953. He is also active in various local civic, 
educational, charitable and cultural organizations in Shreveport. He 
has had no e:q)erience in the operation of any standard, FM or television 
broadcast station but has visited several television stations and has dis¬ 
cussed television with representatives of advertising agencies. He has 
participated in the planning and formulation of Southland’s program 
schedule and in various discussions with Negro and educational groups. 

He will not participate in the day-to-day operation of the proposed tele¬ 
vision station but will take an active part in the policy-making aspects 
of the station, will be,available ”on call” by the applicant evenings, 
Saturdays and Sundays and will moderate a program to be called Take 
Your Stand on which controversial issues will be discussed. During the 
formative stages of the proposed television station, he expects to spend 
from seven to ten hours a week on its business. Thereafter, he will 
spend less time, from three and a half to five hours a week, part of which 
will be devoted to his activity as moderator of the aforesaid program. 

4277 24. All of the other members of the Shreveport group are longtime 

residents of Shreveport. All of them, except Walter F. Hyde , who is 
retired, and Mrs. Annie W. Norton, are actively engaged in various 
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business enterprises In and around ShrevepKDrt, and all of them belong to 
various local, civic, professional, charitable, cultural, educational, re¬ 
ligious and other organizations In Shreveport. Joseph L. Hargrove , Nor ¬ 
man V. Kinsey, Jr ., George D. Nelson , Andrew Querbes, HI , S. Eugene 
Sentell, Jr. , and JohnS. Terrell Individually met with various local 
groups to discuss various local programming of the proposed television 
station. None of the above stockholders has had experience In the opera¬ 
tion of a standard, FM or television broadcast station and none will par¬ 
ticipate In the day-to-day operation of the proposed television station; 
Joseph L. Hargrove, however, will be available three days a week for 
consultation on programming. 

25. Pat Coon and Billy B. Goldberg are residents and practicing 
attorneys in Dallas and Houston, respectively. Neither will participate 
in the day-to-day operation of the proposed station. Lester Kamln is a 
resident of Houston, where he operates his own advertising agency. 

About one-third of the billing of this agency is in television. He has 
worked with television stations, advising them on sales, use of personnel, 
agency relations and programming. During the first year of operation 

of the proposed station, he will be available as a stockholder and as a 
consultant at least one day a week. On various matters Southland ex¬ 
pects to seek his advice, for which he will be compensated. None of 
these non-resident stockholders participates in the community and civic 
activities of Shreveport. 

26. Southland Broadcasting Company (not Southland Television Com¬ 
pany) is the licensee of KCU, Shreveport (see footnote 2) and WMRY, New 
Orleans. Kamin, Coon and Goldberg each owns 23% of that licensee's 
stock and they are, respectively, president and director, vice president 
and director, and secretary-treasurer and director of that company. 

The remaining 31% of the stock of Southland Broadcasting Company is 
owned by Rex F. Todd, who also serves as a vice president and director. 


8/ 


600 kc, 500 w, D. 
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On December 9, 1954, however, a decision was rendered by the United 
States District Court for the Southern District of Texas, Houston Division, 
in a proceeding entitled Rex F. Todd v. Southland Broadcasting Company , 
Lester Kamin, Billy B. Goldberg and Pat Coon (Civil Action Number 
7357). The court's decision is to the effect that Todd's interest in South¬ 
land Broadcasting Company is limited to an interest in WMHY and that he 
has no interest whatever in KCU. Although this decision has apparently 
been appealed by Mr. Todd, Messrs. Kamin, Coon and Goldberg must 
here be regarded as one-third stockholders in KCU. 

27. Most of the parties to the Southland application were parties, 
also to the application of CKG Television Company for Channel 26, New 
Orleans. With respect to the station proposed in the New Orleans appli¬ 
cation the two groups entered into an agreement similar to the one en- 

9/ 

4278 tered into with respect to Shreveport. - This New Orleans ap¬ 
plication was granted by the Commission on April 2, 1953. Subsequently, 
however, the Shreveport group evidenced an intent to withdraw from the 
New Orleans permittee for the reasons that competition in the New Or¬ 
leans area had increased over what had been originally foreseen, and 
that it had a greater interest in the prosecution of the Shreveport appli¬ 
cation. Thereafter it was agreed that the Shreveport group would ter¬ 
minate its application with the New Orleans permittee and that it would be 
released from any obligation to purchase stock or lend money. On 
August 19, 1953 there was filed with the Commission an application for 
the transfer of control of the New Orleans permittee (call letters, WCKG) 
from the trustees of the stock to Coon, Kamin and Goldberg. On February 
17, 1954 the Commission granted the application for transfer of control 
(BTC-1568); by virtue of transfers effected pursuant to that action, Coon, 
Kamin and Goldberg now each owns a one-third interest in WCKG. Each 
holds the same position, in that company as in Southland Broadcasting 
Company. 

28. Southland Broadcasting Company has twice been sued by alleged 
creditors. The one suit was settled before trial; the other was settled 
while on appeal from a judgment against the defendant. In May of 1951 
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a judgment in the sum of $5500 was recovered against John H. Pace; as 
of the date of the hearing Mr. Pace has paid approximately $2500 on that 
judgment. KRMD has contended that the above suits, together with the 
proceeding discussed in paragraph 26 ( Todd v. Southland Broadcasting 
Company, etal) , ^ ’^is sufficient to show a background of litigation in 
[Southland Television Company], involving the credit of Southland both 
as a corporation and as a group of individuals. We observe, however, 
that the Todd suit has resulted in a verdict for the defendants; with re¬ 
spect to those suits which have proceeded to judgment or which have been 
stttled, there are no facts of record which reflect adversely upon the 
character qualifications of the defendants involved. 

— KRMD 

29. Radio Station KRMD is a Louisiana partnership, the licensee of 
Stations KRMD and KRMD-FM, Shrevepoiit. The partners are T. B. Lan- 
ford (48%); his wife, Mary Jewel Kimbell Lanford (2%); Robert M. Dean 
(25%); and the Viola Lipe Dean Trust (25%). The Viola Lipe Dean Trust 
was established under the will of Viola Lipe Dean (Mrs. Robert M. Dean) 
who died in 1951. The trustees are Lanford, Dean, Clarence B. Wheeler 
and Dr. Jack B. Birdwell, the latter two being sons-in-law of Mr. Dean. 
With respect to Mrs. Deanes interest in Radio Station KRMD (and in Cal¬ 
casieu Broadcasting Company, see paragraph 31) a codicil to her will 
provides that it ’^shall not be disposed of or sold during the existence of 
this trust’* (10 years from date of death) ’’except by and with the consent 
of T. B. Lanford of Shreveport, La. and then only to a person or persons 
agreeable to and satisfactory with him. ” Because of this codicil the 
three trustees other than Mr. Lanford have left to him the decisions as 

to how the Trust’s interest in Radio Station KRMD will be voted. 

30. T. B. Lanford was born in Mena, Arkansas in 1903, but he has 
been a resident of Shreveport for the past 35 years. In the past he has 


- The New Orleans contract provided for a 90-day expiration date; 
that is, had the Commission not granted the New Orleans application 
within 90 days from the date of the contract (January 28, 1953), the obli¬ 
gations of the parties under the agreement would have terminated. 
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been active In various civic, religious, professional and social organi¬ 
zations in Shreveport and he has participated in a number of local fund 
drives. In the event of a grant of the KRMD application, Mr. Lanford 
will devote about 40 hours per week to the day-*to-day operation of the 
proposed station as managing partner thereof. He will have final re¬ 
sponsibility for all phases of television operation relating to programming, 
and he and Mr. Dean will share the responsibility of the hiring and firing 
of engineering personnel. He has had no actual experience in the field of 
television broadcasting. He has visited 16 television stations located in 
14 cities and has discussed problems of television operation and techniques 
with personnel of those stations. 

31. Mr. Lanford acquired a financial interest in KHMD in 1931, 
but his real experience in broadcasting began in 1937 when he took over 
the supervision and operation of that station. In 1949 the partnership 
began operating KRMD-FM, He has continued the active supervision and 
operation of these stations since those times, devoting between 40 and 
50 hours per week to such functions. In the event of a grant Mr. Lanford 
will reduce the time he now devotes to KRMD and KRMD-FM to about 10 
hours per week. Mr. Lanford owns a one-third partnership interest in 
Calcasieu Broadcasting Company, licensee of KPLC and (since No¬ 
vember 12, 1953) permittee of KPLC-TV —Lake Charles, Louisiana. 

He owns a 47.2% stock interest in and is secretary-treasurer and director 
of Alexandria Broadcasting Company, Inc., licensee of KALB —^and 
KALB-FM —'^and (since December 30, 1953) permittee of KALB-TV — 

1470 kc, 1 kw, 5 kw-LS, DA-N, U. 

— Channel 7, 28.4 kw. KPLC-TV has been operating under a Special 
Temporary Authorization since September 29, 1954. 

580 kc, 1 kw, 5KW-LS, DA-N, U. 

96.9 me, 11 kw, 380 feet. 

14/ 

— Channel 5, 28. 2 kw. KALB-TV has been operating under a Special 
Temporary Authorization since September 29, 1954. 



Alexandria, Louisiana. Mr. Lanford keeps in telephone touch with the 
Lake Charles and Alexandria stations and visits them personally for one 
or two days every week or two. He proposes to continue these visits 
in the event of a grant of a construction permit to KRMD. At the time 
of the hearing, Mr. Lanford owned a 22.8% stock interest in and was a 

15/ 

director of Standard Life Broadcasting Company, Inc., licensee of WSLI —^ 

4280 and (since July 22, 1953) permittee of WSLI-TV —Jackson, 

17/ 

Mississippi. —* He keeps in telephone touch with the Jackson operation 

but does not make many trips there. He owns an 88% stock interest in 

and is president, treasurer and director of Red River Valley Broadcast- 

18/ 

ing Corporation, licensee of KRRV —, Sherman, Texas. He keeps in 
touch with that station by telephone and visits it in person five or six 
times a year. He plans no change in this policy. The operation of the 
television station proposed by KRMD will be separate from the operation 
of the existing KRMD(AM) and KRMD-FM. Mr. Lanford has interests 
in companies in Shreveport which are eng^ed in the real estate business, 
the lumber business and the automobile business. These business in¬ 
terests take little or none of his time, except for directors’ meetings 
19/ 

once a year. — 

32. Although Mr. Lanford is proposed as managing partner, it be¬ 
came apparent as the hearing progressed that he possessed only scant 
knowledge with respect to important aspecte of KRMD’s over-all television 

930 kc, 5 kw, DA-N, U. 

—' Channel 12, 212 kw. WSLI-TV has been operating under a Special 

Temporary Authorization since March 27, 1954. 

17/ 

—^ On April 15, 1955, there was filed with the Commission an applica¬ 

tion for transfer of control (BTC-1963) of Standard Life Broadcasting 
Company, Inc. If this application is granted, T. B. Lanford’s stock in¬ 
terest in this licensee will be reduced to 13.8%. 

—/ 910 kc, 1 kw, DA-1, U. 

19/ 

—' The contours of none of the other stations in which Mr. Lanford 

has interests overlap the contours of the corresponding stations in 
Shreveport. 
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proposal. By way of illustrating Mr. Lanford’s limited role in KRMD*s 

preparation for hearing, the following facts are noted: 

(a) Studio building plans . Although Mr. Lanford has 
testified on direct examination that he had prepared the studio 
building plans — ^^except that the actual detailed drawing was 
made by a draftsman under [his] general supervision and di¬ 
rection” — incorporating some of his own ideas and some of 
the ideas and plans seen in other stations, it was developed 
on cross-examination that the interior plan was identical with 
and had been copied from UHF Television Station WAFB in 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana. It was then stated by Mr. Lanford 
that ”[he] had spent quite a good deal of time ... on these 
plans." Despite this testimony Mr. Lanford had to guess as 
to the location of the control room, and certain other ques¬ 
tions relating to the interior of the studio building were 
answered: ”... I am sorry, but the building was turned 
over to our consulting engineer and he looked it over and ad¬ 
vised me that it was satisfactory. ” Within a large room 
labeled ’Workshop” on the studio exhibit is shown a 15’x3’x2’ 
workbench, a larger-scale drawing of which is prominently set 
4281 forth elsewhere on the exhibit. Although Mr. Lanford’s 

cross-examination shows that the bench will not be used by 
KRMD and that it had been copied from the WAFB-TV plans, 
he had testified on direct that ’’except for one minor modifi¬ 
cation” the studio floor plan submitted represents precisely 
the specifications that would be followed in the event of a grant 
of KRMD’s application. The ’’one minor modification” was 
that KRMD will use for office and studio space as needed, 
space taken up on the plan by a transmitter and associated 
equipment such as a filterplexer and a cooler: ”When this 
plan was originally developed it was my idea that the studio 
and transmitter would be located in the same building ...” 

In this latter regard it was subsequently developed that the 
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studio plans had been drawn approximately two months before the 
hearing, that the decision to have separate studio and transmitter 
buildings had been made prior to that time, but that the transmitter 
equipment was included in the drawing because it was ’Un the 
original one that [was taken] from [WAFB-TV], ” KRMD’s studio 
plan exhibit shows only one studio. Testimony by KRMD’s proposed 
operations manager shows that a room labeled on this exhibit as a 
^Projection” room will be used as a one-camera studio and that a 
window between that room and the larger studio will be replaced 
with a door to permit the dollying of equipment between the studios. 
These important changes were not referred to by Mr. Lanford, who, 
as pointed out above, spoke of but ”one minor modification. ” 

(b) Transmitter building. With respect to KRMD^s proposed 
transmitter building Lanford laid out the general design, basing it, 
in part, upon his own knowledge of the requirements of the equip¬ 
ment to be installed. On cross-examination he did not know the 
height of the building. It was also revealed that the draftsman 
”just happened to put the word ’transmitter^ there and [draw] the 
line across there” and that the fact that the resultant transmitter 
block was of the same dimensions as the transmitter block on the 
studio plans (UHF) was a mere coincidence. Although later testi¬ 
mony showed that a $400 air-conditioning unit would be installed 

at the transmitter building, Mr. Lanford had testified that, ”So 
far as I know, we have not figured on air conditioning ...” 

(c) Financial plan. Mr. Lanford’s general uncertainty with 
respect to KRMD’s over-all proposals is also reflected in his testi¬ 
mony concerning the plans for financing the proposed station. For 
example, he testified on direct that a contingency fund of $50,000 
had been set up to cover unforeseeable expenses, costs that come 
up in the construction and early operation of a station, and items, 

4282 such as freight, which cannot be accurately estimated in advance. 

Among the items which had to fit this description (see paragraph 
8) were Louisiana sales tax ($9000), furniture and fixtures ($2000) 
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and special lighting for studio and installation thereof ($3500). 
Further, in this regard, Lanford had originally testified that the 
costs of the hearing were nowhere reflected in the financial exhibits; 
he later testified, however, that the costs of the hearing would 
come out of the $50,000 contingency fund. Again, Mr. Lanford 
testified on direct that Exhibit 63, entitled "Costs by Department", 
was prepared under his general direction and that it reflects his 
own judgment as to what the costs will be by department; on cross- 
examination, however, he stated that, of his own knowledge, he 
knew nothing about any of the material on that exhibit. 

(d) Equipment proposal. Mr. Lanford was not prepared to 
testify on the question of KRMD^s ability to effectuate its program¬ 
ming with the equipment proposed nor on the question of the ca¬ 
pacity of the studio building to contain such equipment. 

(e) Staffing proposal . Although Mr. Lanford testified that 
the list of personnel for the proposed television station was pre¬ 
pared under his general supervision and direction, he could not, 
of his own personal knowledge, say that space was available within 
the studio building for these personnel or that any of them (including 
himself) would definitely have an office in the studio building. 

(f) Programming proposal. Mr. Lanford testified on direct 
examination that KRMD^s proposed program schedule was prepared 
under his supervision and direction. The record in this proceeding, 
however, will not support a finding that Mr. Lanford did anything 
more than prescribe the percentage of time that would be devoted 
to the different types of programming, such as entertainment and 
agricultural programs. In this regard KRMD^s proposed station 
manager testified that he and Mr. Alexander prepared the program 
schedule and that the latter suggested and outlined the actual setting 
up of the schedule, the former assisting in the computation and 
analysis thereof. 

33. Robert M. Dean was born in Purley, Texas in 1892, but he has 
resided in Shreveport for more than 35 years. He has been a licensed 
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radio operator (first class) and an amateur radio operator since before 
1928, and he was the original owner and licensee of KRMD, which began 
broadcasting in July of 1928. He designed and built the original trans¬ 
mitter and associated equipment for KRMD, KPLC and KRRV, buying 
some of the parts therefor and building others. He assembled the com¬ 
posite units and put them in operation. He also designed and buUt com¬ 
posite transmitters and associated equipment which he sold to several 
4283 standard broadcast stations. He supervised the installation of the 
transmitter and associated equipment and antenna tower for WSLI. He 
has interests in Shreveport enterprises identical to those of T. B. Lan- 
ford. His only other direct broadcast interest is a 16-2/3% partnership 
interest in the licensee of KPLC and KPLC-TV in Lake Charles. Mr. 
Dean has been active in a number of civic, religious and charitable or¬ 
ganizations in Shreveport. 

34. With respect to the operation of KRMD (AM) Mr. Dean dis¬ 
cusses with Mr. Lanford the over-all program and general policy of 
that station. Mr. Dean has had no experience in television engineering 
and has never seen a television transmitter in operation at a station. 
Although he has read some books on television transmission, he does not 
claim to know television. The supervision of the preparation of the plan 
for the transmitter building was left to Mr. Lanford. Mr. Dean will not 
be active with respect to the construction of the studio or transmitter 
buildings. Neither will he be active with respect to the installation of 
engineering equipment, the transmitter, the tower or the antenna. Mr. 
Dean did not know the detailed duties of any of the engineers listed on 
the proposed station’s organizational chart, which was prepared under 
Mr. Lanford’s supervision. Mr. Dean will have nothing to do with the 
determination as to the programs which the station will present. Mr. 
Dean has seen KRMD’s proposed program plans and policies but has not 
studied them in detail. Mr. Dean is proposed as engineering supervisor 
for the television operation. He will participate in the decisions as to 
the type of materials that will go into the maintenance and upkeep of 
equipment, will share with Mr. Lanford the responsibility of hiring 


engineering personnel previously interviewed by the chief engineer, and 
will consult with the engineering staff as to the operation of the trans¬ 
mitter and amplifier. During the liquidation of the D & L Company (see 
paragraph 11) Mr. Dean will spend one or two hours a day in the opera¬ 
tion of the television station; when the liquidation has been completed Mr. 
Dean will spend six to eight hours a day at the station. 

35. Mary Jewel Kimbell Lanford was born in Casplana, Louisiana 
but has resided in Shreveport for more than 30 years. She does not par¬ 
ticipate in the day-to-day operation of stations KRMD and KRMD-FM, and 
she will not participate in such operation of the proposed television sta¬ 
tion. 

36. The trustees of the Viola Lipe Dean Trust other than Lanford 
and Dean are Jack Birt Birdwell, M.D. and Clarence V. Wheeler . Mr. 
Wheeler was born in Shreveport in 1911 and has resided there continuously 
since that time. He is manager of Louzan Lumber Company and is secre¬ 
tary-treasurer of Terminal Warehouse Company, both in Shreveport. 

Dr. Wheeler was born in Beaumont, Texas in 1909 but has resided in 
Shreveport more than 25 years. He is engaged in the practice of medicine 
in that city. Neither of these two trustees has had any experience in the 
operation of a television broadcast station; neither spends any time in 
the operation of stations KRMD and KRMD-FM; and neither will spend 
any time in the operation of the proposed television station except as 
will be required from time to time by virtue of their positions as trustees. 

37. In addition to its interest in this applicant, the Viola Lipe Dean 
Trust owns a 16-2/3% partnership Interest in Calcasieu Broadcasting 
Con^ny. (See paragraph 31) 

4284 — Shreveport Television 

38. Shreveport Television Company is a Louisiana partnership 
organized for the ultimate purpose of operating a television station in or 
near the city of Shreveport. Its business commenced with a capital con¬ 
tribution of $4000 by Don George at the time of the execution of the partner¬ 
ship agreement. Under the agreement, whatever additional capital con¬ 
tributions are needed for the purposes of the partnership are to be made in 
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the proportions of Don George, 46. 24%; Ben Beckham, Jr., 26.88%; 
and Henry E. Linam, 26.88%. The agreement, however, extends an 
option to Carter Henderson to make capital contributions in the propor¬ 
tion of 7%, such option to run for a period of four years from the date of 
the agreement. Were Henderson not to exercise his option, the other 
three persons would share profits and losses in the same proportions as 
their capital contributions to the partnership 

until such time as they had been fully reimbursed for all such advances, 
at which time profits and losses would be shared in the proportions of 
George, 43%; Beckham, 25%; Linam, 25%; and Henderson, 7%. In the 
event of an exercise of the option by Henderson, the latter arrangement 
for the sharing of profits and losses woxild obtain. In this connection, 
Henderson will exercise his option immediately upon the grant of Shreve¬ 
port Television's application and will dispose of real estate holdings to 

20 / 

secure the funds necessary to make his share of the capital contributions.— 


20 / 

— In its Exceptions and accompanying Brief, KRMD asserts, (1) that 
^’the partnership whichis prosecuting the Shreveport [Television] appli¬ 
cation is legally invalid and a grant cannot be made to this applicant under 
the Commission's Rules or the [Communications] Act"; (2) that, "[a] s 
between Henderson and the other three partners, the ^partnership’ here 
involved was at most only an executory agreement to form a partnership 
at a later date"; and (3) that the "partnership must thus be viewed in the 
legal sense as consisting only of Beckham, George and Linam". With 
respect to (1), aside from the fact that KRMD has cited no legal authority 
persuasive to its position, it is precluded, at this stage of the proceeding, 
from challenging Shreveport Television’s statutory qualifications: As 
pointed out in paragraph 1, hereof, the Commission’s Order designating 
the above-entitled applications for hearing contains a finding that Shreve¬ 
port Television is legally qualified to construct, own and operate the 
television station by it proposed. In view of this finding, the Commission 
specified no issue designed to inquire into such qualifications; no motion 
to enlarge or change the issues in this proceeding to include such an issue 
has been filed by any party hereto. With respect to (2) and (3), and with 
further respect to (1), KRMD does not appear to challenge the existence 
of a partnership as between Beckham, George and Linam — a partnership 
to which a construction permit can lawfully be awarded. But, even if the 
partnership be held to be technically imperfect, there would still exist, 
at worst, an association of individuals which could also be the recipient 
of a construction permit. The intentions of the (Continued on Page 140) 
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4285 Despite the arrangement with respect to the sharing of profits and 
losses, the partnership agreement provides that: "Policies of the part¬ 
nership, particularly those concerning programming, public relations 
and public service, shall be determined by a majority of all partners, a 

majority of all partners shall select, and cause to be employed, all part- 

21 / 

nership personnel necessary to carry out such policies. " —' 

39. Don George was born in Caddo Parish, Louisiana in 1907. With 
the exception of five years (1941-1946) when he lived in Alexandria, Louisi¬ 
ana, he has lived in Shreveport continuously since 1917. Mr. George 
operates one motion picture in Alexandria (125 miles from Shreveport) 
and a total of four in the Shreveport area. The latter four consist of one 

"downtown" theatre, two neighborhood theatres, and one drive-in theatre; 

22 / 

their total seating capacity approximates 3927. —' Mr. George also has 
oil interests, in Kansas and in Delhi, Louisiana. At the present time, 
none of his business interests requires a great deal of time. He is active 
in a number of civic, charitable and cultural organizations in Shreveport. 

In the event of a grant, he does not intend to dispose of his business in¬ 
terests, nor will he curtail the time devoted to the various civic, charit¬ 
able and cultural organizations in which he is currently active. In the 


Footnote 20 continued: 

parties to the agreement are clear. As to Henderson^s role in Shreveport 
Television in the event that that applicant should be successful here, he 
has testified that he will exercise his option immediately and that he will 
dispose of real estate holdings to secure the necessary funds; his testi¬ 
mony in this regard was not successfully challenged. 

21 / 

— The concessions in the partnership agreement to Henderson were 
in consideration of past and prospective services by him to the partner¬ 
ship. Inter alia, Henderson assisted in securing options for the partner¬ 
ship's studio and transmitter sites and in having these sites re zoned for 
the purposes of the partnership. 

22 / 

— The seating capacity of the drive-in theatres referred to in this de¬ 
cision has been computed by multiplying car capacity by 2. 5. Each of 
Geoi^e’s theatres presents more than one daily showing. If every seat 
were filled for every showing, the four theatres would play to a total of 
approximately 90, 642 patrons per week. 
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operation of his theatres, Mr. George makes it a practice to run short 
films devoted to worthy causes. In addition, he has permitted his 
theatres to be used free of charge by churches and religious organiza- 
tions for Sunday services and week-day meetings.—In the event of a 
grant the television station proposed by Shreveport Television will be 

run independently of the theatres operated by Mr. George. 

4286 40. Mr. George will serve as general manager of the proposed 

station, in charge of day-to-day operation; he will have an office at the 
studio and the management of the station will be a full-time job with 
him. Mr. George has had no experience in the operation of a television 
broadcast station. Since the filing of Shreveport Television's applica¬ 
tion, he has read a number of books on television and he has watched 
television in approximately 12 cities. He has visited television stations 
in St. Louis, Washington, D. C., Dallas and New Orleans; he has studied 
closely the operations of WDSU-TV in New Orleans and WFAA-TV 
in Dallas. In the past, Mr. George has produced local news reels and 
film features for the Shreveport area. Mr. George directed the prepara¬ 
tion of all of Shreveport Television's plans and proposals and showed 
himself to be reasonably familiar with them. 

41. Ben Beckham, Jr . was born in Union City, Tennessee in 1902. 
For a period of two years in the mid-1920's, he taught in a high school 
in Memphis, Tennessee. At one time he was associated with the law firm 
of Milburn and Semms in Detroit, Michigan, and he has also served as 
an attorney with the Federal Housing Administration in Detroit. His 
present business interests include ownerships in various real estate, oil 
and insurance companies in Alabama, Shreveport and Texas. His legal 
residence is in Atlanta, Texas, about 45 miles from Shreveport but 
within the proposed Grade A contour of Shreveport Television. Since 
1940, through corporations which he owns, he has maintained a house in 
Shreveport and an apartment in Birmingham, Alabama. At the present 
time he spends about half of his time in Shreveport and about three months 
a year in Birmingham. In the event of a grant of the Shreveport Tele¬ 
vision application, he intends to establish his legal residence in Shreveport. 
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In the past he has not been active in Shreveport’s civic and community 
activities. He has had no experience in the operation of a television 
broadcast station. He will not be responsible for the day-to-day opera¬ 
tions of the proposed station; he will, however, attend weekly meetings 
of the partnership, and he will advise the other partners on general, 
over-all matters, and on fiscal matters. He will also give advice on 
matters relating to education, but will not have anything to do with the 
actual production of educational programs. He will spend approximately 
20 hours per week at the station, helping in any way he can. He will 
not have an office but, when there, will share Mr. George’s office. 

42. Henry E. Linam was born in Forest Home, Alabama, in 1899 
and moved to Shreveport in 1917. In 1925 he joined the Standard Oil 
Company of Venezuela as a driller, and through progressive promotions 
became president of the company in 1932, a position he held until his 
resignation in January of 1943. At that time he returned to the United 
States and became an independent oil operator and farmer. He has been 
actively engaged in studying and practicing progressive agricultural 
techniques for the past ten years. During the period 1930 to date, he 
has maintained a home in or near Shreveport. In 1948 he purchased a 
farm 15 miles south of Shreveport and he now resides on this farm. He 
has offices in Shreveport where he engages in the oil business. He is 
an advisor to the Governor of Louisiana on matters pertaining to petroleum 
conservation, agriculture and Latin-American affairs. He is active in a 
number of civic, fraternal and religious organizations in Shreveport. He 


23/ 

—' KRMD offered in evidence copies of two civil actions filed in the 

United States District Court for the Western District of Louisiana, Shreve¬ 
port Division (Nos. 3692 and 3693). The two actions name Don George and 
others as defendants and were filed, respectively, by Universal Film Ex¬ 
changes, Inc. and Loew’s Incorporated. In brief, the two complaints al¬ 
lege misstatement by the George theatres of gross receipts and conse¬ 
quent loss to the distributors of exhibition fees. As of the time of the 
hearing, the merits of the above complaints had not been determined 
by the court and the bare allegations of the complaint could not serve as 
a basis for adverse reflection upon the character qualifications of Mr. 
George. Accordii^ly, the objection to the above offer was properly sus¬ 
tained by the Examiner. 
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4287 has had no e3q)erience in the operation of a radio or television broad¬ 
cast station. He will, however, attend the planned weekly meetings of 
the partnership and will be in daily contact with the management. He 
will devote half of his time to the general business of the television sta¬ 
tion and will serve as agricultural adviser to the program department. 

By marriage, Mr. Linam is Mr. George’s uncle. 

43, William Carter Henderson was born in Shreveport in 1911 
and has lived in Shreveport all of his life. He is active in a number of 
civic, social, educational and religious organizations in Shreveport. 

His principal business interests are real estate and contracting. Except 
for a little experience he obtained as a youth in connection with his father’s 
operation of Station KWKH in Shreveport, he has had no experience in 

the operation of any kind of a broadcast station. In the event the appli¬ 
cation of Shreveport Television is granted, he will participate in the over¬ 
all station planning at the weekly meetings; he will also devote an hour or 
two per day to the business of the proposed station, during which time, 
in the absence of some particular duty assigned to him by Mr. George, 
he will familiarize himself with station operation. In addition, he will 
assist the program management in the development of local program 
sources. 

Program Policies, Schedules and Formats 
—Southland 

44. In the event of a grant. Southland will adhere to the code of 
the National Association of Radio and Television Broadcasters (NARTB). 

As a matter of policy, all of its local religious programs will be broad¬ 
cast on a sustaining basis; network religious programs will be carried 
only after consultation with a Religious Advisory Committee; educational 
programs will be carried on a daily basis; its proposed news coverage 
will be accomplished without editorializing; public issues will be telecast, 
with provision made for presentation of opposing views; political telecasts 
will be carried at regular rates; and facilities will be made available to 
all qualified candidates for public office on an equal basis,. It will also 

be the policy of this applicant to afford to the Negro members of its audience 
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equal participation in all ’’public service” programming affecting them, 
and it has agreed to consult with a selected committee of Negro citizens 
on all programs carried on the station which are originated by Negroes, 
so that none of such programs will be harmful or embarrassing to the 
members of their race. This applicant has also organized other commit¬ 
tees with which it expects to consult on religious, medical and educational 
programs. As a matter of policy, the average maximum amount of total 
time which this applicant will sell is 80%. 

45. Southland proposes a broadcast week of approximately 89 
hours. Analyses of its proposed program schedules as to type and source 
together with its proposed numbers of spot announcements and non-com¬ 
mercial spot announcements are as follows: 

4288 As to Program T 3 rpe As to Program Source 


Entertainment 

59. 26% 

Network commercial 

41.1% 

Heligious 

4. 86% 

Network sustaining 

3.9%—/ 

Agricultural 

, 3.37% 

Recorded commercial 

8.7% 

Educational 

3.08% 

Recorded sustaining 

4.6% 

News 

, 7.01% 

Wire commercial 

3.6% 

Discussion 

4.17% 

Wire sustaining 

0.0% 

Talks 

18.25% 

Live commercial 

22.0% 


100.00% 

Live sustaining 

13.1% 


100 . 0 % 

Total commercial 78.4% 

Total sustaining 21. 6%—^ 


24/ 

There are two television channels allocated to Shreveport. There 
are four national networks. In view of the size and importance of the 
Shreveport market, it is reasonable to assume that whichever applicant 
in this proceeding is successful, it will be able to secure a network af¬ 
filiation. The parties have so stipulated and the assumption is accepted 
as fact. 

25/ 

— Between the hours of 6:00 to 11:00 p.m., the percentages are total 
commercial, 86.4% and total sustaining, 13. 6%. 
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Number of spot announcements per week 246 

Number of non-commercial spot announcements per week 111 

46. For the purpose of determining program needs of the area 
proposed to be served by Southland, Mr. John Pace made a study of the 
so-called Ark-La-Tex area, of which Shreveport-Bossier City is considered 
the heart. Thereupon, he and Southland's proposed program manager did 
the work initially setting up the program proposals of this applicant. These 
were then discussed in meetings with the Southland stockholders who added 

a children's program and an educational pifogram. The stockholders also 
decided to establish the committees hereinabove referred to. In company 
with members of the Southland staff, various stockholders then made 
personal calls on local persons and representatives of local organizations 
in Shreveport for the purpose of discussing with these people the type of 
programs which might be telecast for or in connection with their respec¬ 
tive interests. Following these visits, the formats of Southland's local 
programs as presented at the hearings were developed. These formats 
are set forth in the succeeding paragraphs. 

47. Southland's proposed local, religious programs include Church 
Remote, a one-hour church service to be presented with remote equip¬ 
ment each Sunday at 11:00 a. m., and The Pastors Visit, a 15-minute 
studio feature to be presented Monday through Friday at 12:45 p.m. 

These programs will be available to the different denominations on a ro¬ 
tating basis and will also be available to the area's Negro churches and 
ministers. 

4289 48. Know Your Schools is a 15-minute educational program to be 

broadcast Monday through Friday at 5:00 p.m. This program will fea¬ 
ture the curriculum and extra-curricular activities of public, private and 
parochial grade schools, high (and junior higl^ schools and colleges in 
the area. The format of this program calls for participation of the vari¬ 
ous classes of the schools under the supervision of the school staffs. 
Centenary College is scheduled on Monday, Wednesday and Friday at 
9:30 to 10:00 p.m. Fine arts, political science, science,physchology, 
dramatics, debating, music and forum-type subjects will be the major 
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content of the programs, with a minor role being assigned to the activities 
of the athletic department. Other colleges in the area will be invited to 
participate in this series. 

49. The local discussion programs include Take Your Stand , a 
30-minute feature scheduled for 9:30 p.m. on Tuesday. With Mr. James 
W. Hargrove acting as moderator, time for the discussion of public is¬ 
sues will be made available to the various civic organizations (including 
Negro) of the area. As We See It (Monday, 6:15 to 6:30 p.m.) will be 
devoted exclusively to discussions, talks, and interviews which have di¬ 
rect appeal to the Negroes in the community. Feminine Forum is sched¬ 
uled for 30 minutes on Tuesday beginning at 10:00 a. m. The prc^ram 
will be devoted exclusively to public service matters of interest to femi¬ 
nine viewers, and Southland’s women’s editor will serve as moderator. 

A 30-minute program scheduled for Saturdays at 2:30 p. m., Youth Speaks , 
will afford the youth of the area an opportunity to appear on television and 
to state their opinions on matters pertaining particularly to their age 
group. Faculty members of area schools will act as moderators. 

50. At 12:15 p.m. Monday through Friday and at 2:00 p.m. Satur¬ 
day a 30-minute program under the direction of a farm director, R. F. D . - 
TV, will be devoted to news, weather and demonstrations of particular 
interest to Southland’s rural viewers. Featured on these programs will 
be coverage of county, parish and state fairs and the activities of 4-H 
clubs and Future Farmers of America. 

51. At 6:15 p.m. on Wednesday a 15-minute program entitled 
Arts & Crafts will serve for the demonstration of activities sponsored 
and produced by the Shreveport Recreation Department. At the same 
time on Friday, Your Health will make available to health associations, 
hospitals and welfare organizations time for interviews, talks or panel 
discussions of matters!pertaining to public health. The American Way 
(10:00 to 10:30 p. m., Thursday) will be available to recognized organiza¬ 
tions seeking public support and understanding. At 8:00 p. m. Thursday, 
Pass in Review will feature military installations in the area and will 

be devoted to the promotion of better relations between the military and 




civilian segments of the community’s popuLition. Crusader Rabbit (5:15 
to 5:30 p.m., Tuesday) will seek to teach children respect and confidence 
in law-enforcement agencies; included in the format is a syndicated car¬ 
toon film. A program having an identical format ( Cartoon Carnival) will 
be presented at the same time on Thursday. At 4:15 p. m. on Monday 
through Friday, Safety Patrol , a 15-minute program, will serve as a 
visual reminder of traffic safety precautions and regulations. Be Pre ¬ 
pared is scheduled at 6:15 to 6:30 p. m. on Tuesday and will be devoted 
4290 to activities of the area’s scouting organizations. On Monday 
through Friday Southland has scheduled two hour-long women’s programs 
the formats of which are apparent from their titles: Homemaker’s Hour 
(1:00 to 2:00 p.m.) and TV Kitchen (11:00 a.m. to 12:00 n. ). 

52. Southland has scheduled news and weather programs at 12:00 
m. to 12:15 a. m. and at 6:00 to 6:15 p.m., Monday through Friday. On 
Monday through Saturday, commencing at 10:00 p. m., Southland will 
present 15 minutes of news, 5 minutes of weather and 10 minutes of 
sports. No news programs are scheduled for Sunday. Information for 
the above programs will be gathered from the wires of the Associated 
Press and from local sources. 

53. Southland’s local entertainment features will include Uncle 
Tommy at 6:15 to 6:30 p. m. on Thursday. This program will be devoted 
to the entertainment of children ranging from pre-school age through 
third grade age. On Saturday at 4:00 p. m., Southland wUl present a one- 
hour Teen Talent Club , a program featuring: talented youth of the area 
selected by means of auditions to be conducted by the station’s staff. Two 
variety programs are scheduled, namely, The Roy Cordell Show (5:15 to 
5:30 p. m., Monday, Wednesday and Friday) and The Corral (5:30 p. m. to 
6:00 p. m., Monday through Friday). The former will feature music and 
songs by Roy Cordell and the latter will feature country and western 
music by T. Tommy Cutrer; Cordell and Cutrer are currently employed 
as disc jockeys by KCU. Sepia Showcase is scheduled for 10:30 to 11:00 
p.m. on Thursday. This program is designed to afford a television outlet 
for the entertainment talents of Negroes in the community and will be built 
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around the personality of Chester McDowell, a Negro disc jockey em¬ 
ployed by KCU. At 9:30 p. m. on Thursday, Southland will present TV 
Community Playhouse, consisting of local and regional dramatic talent 
appearing in half-hour studio programs. 

54. Southland submitted a list of 29 special events in Shreveport 
as possible sources of remote programs. In connection therewith, it 
has had discussions with representatives of the Shreveport Civic Opera, 
Shreveport Oratorio Society, Shreveport Kennel Club, Shreveport 
Beautification Foundation, Shreveport SPEBSQSA, the Tri-State Singing 
Convention and the Holiday in Dixie Parade. Although Southland does 
not represent unalterably that it will carry any of the above special 
events, it wUl make its facilities available, to some extent, to each of 
the organizations on the list. 

--KRMD 

55. If it is successful in this proceeding, KRMD will adhere to 
the NARTB Code "except where standards of KRMD may be even more 
rigid*; **per inquiry** advertising will not be accepted; time will be made 
available at regular rates for legally qualified candidates for public 
office; time for religious programs on a sustaining basis will be made 
available from 11:00 a. m. to 12:00 Noon on Sundays; other time will be 
available for religious programs on a commercial basis; time for dis¬ 
cussion of controversial issues will be made available with opportunity 
for airing opposing views. This applicant will encourage local talent 

4291 through its conduct of open auditions beginning three months prior 
to commencement of television operation. 

56. KRMD proposes a broadcast week of 81 hours and 15 minutes. 
Analyses of the proposed program schedule for KRMD as to type and 
source together with its proposed number of spot announcements and 
non-commercial spot announcements are as follows: 

As to Program Type As to Program Source 


Entertainment 

: 70.2% 

Network commercial 

18.3% 

Religious 

! 3.1% 

Network sustaining 

5.7% 

Agricultural 

1.6% 

Recorded commercial 

16.1% 
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As to Program Type As to Program Source 


Brought forward 

74.9% 

Brought forward 

40.1% 

Educational 

5.8% 

Recorded sustaining 

28.1% 

News 

3.8% 

Wire commercial 

6.0% 

Discussion 

3.4% 

Wire sustaining 

0.0% 

Talks 

12.1% 

Live commercial 

13.3% 


100.0% 

Live sustaining 

12.5% 




100.0% 



Total commercial 

53.7% 



Total sustaining 

46. 3% 


Number of spot announcements 150 

Number of non-commercial spot announcements 56 

57. In connection with the substantial percentage of time to be de¬ 
voted to film programming (44. 2%), KRMD will enter into a lease ar¬ 
rangement with a film distributor for the use of a ’^package” of films. 

Under this arrangement, KRMD will receive each individual film three 
times over a two-year period, with the privQege each time of holding 
the film 48 hours. Each individual film (except westerns) will be run 
twice during the 48-hour period. Some of the films will have to be cut 
from an hour in length to approximately 30 minutes in order to fit it into 
the KRMD schedule. 

58. In the past 20 years, the applicant KRMD, in the operation of 
its standard broadcast station, has been working on an established basis 
with many of the groups and organizations whose participation would be 
required in the presentation of the proposed local television shows. In 
addition, in connection with its proposed television operation, it has had 
interviews with representatives of a number of local institutions. Among 
those contacted were the principal of Central Junior High School for Ne¬ 
groes, who serves also as Shreveport^s director of recreation for Negroes; 

—^ Between the hours of 6:00 to 11:00 p.m., the percentages are total 
commercial, 57,2% and total sustaining, 42.8%. The record does not 
disclose whether KRMD would exceed the percentages herein established 
for commercial programming. 
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the assistant principal of Byrd High School; the director of the Wiley 
College Choir in Marshall, Texas; the pastor of Highland Baptist Church; 
the pastor of Holy Trinity Catholic Church; officials of the Four Square 
Bible Class; the demonstration agent of Caddo Parish; officials at Barks¬ 
dale Air Force Base; the president of the Shreveport Community Concert 
Association; the president of the Summer Theatre; the director of the 
Shreveport Civic Chorus and Oratorio Society; officials of the Shreveport 
Civic Opera Association. Not all of these interviews resulted in the 
scheduling of specific programs, but in all of them an attempt was made 
to lay a groundwork for future programs of interest to the public. The 
formats of KRMD’s proposed local programs are set forth in the suc¬ 
ceeding paragraphs. 

59. KRMD^s local religious program will be Church Services, ap¬ 
pearing on the schedule at 11:00 a. m. to 12:00 m. on Sunday. This pro¬ 
gram will be a remote broadcast of Sunday services from a different 
church each week. All the churches in Shreveport will be invited to 
participate in these programs on a rotating basis, and the use of the time 
will be coordinated through the Shreveport Ministerial Association. 

60. Listed among KRMD^s educational program is Wee Wisdom , a 
15-minute program to be presented Monday through Friday at 1:15 p.m. 
This program is designed for children of pre-school age and will demon¬ 
strate kindergarten activities. Beginning at 5:30 p.m. on Friday, a 
30-minute program entitled Centenary College Program will be presented. 
This program will be produced by the students and faculty of Centenary 
College and will feature appearances by the Centenary Choir, class demon¬ 
strations, discussions, and talks by members of the faculty. Of sub¬ 
stantially identical format is Wiley/Bishop Colleges , scheduled for 2:00 

to 2:30 p.m. on Saturday. These colleges are Negro schools located in 
nearby Marshall, Texas, and they will alternate on this program. The 
choirs of both schools have appeared on the American Negro College Fund 
programs over the American Broadcasting Company radio network, and 
KRMD has taped their presentations from time to time for use by that 
network. KRMD has set;aside the 3:30 to 4:00 p.m. segment of its Monday 
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through Friday broadcast days for use by Shreveport high schools. On 
successive days of the week will be presented Byrd High School Review , 
Booker T. Washington High School Review , Fair Park High School, Fair 
Park High School Review , Central Colored High School Review , and 
Bossier City High School Review . In general, the programs will be 
presented by the pupils and teachers of the schools and will be designed 
to acquaint the public with school activities and functions. The programs 
will take the form of panel discussions, dramatizations, debates, or any 
other forms decided upon by school officials. 

61. KRMD^s proposed discussion programs include Your City 
Government, a 30-minute program to be presented on Tuesday at 10:00 
p.m. City officials and qualified citizens will discuss various matters 
pertaining to the operation of the city government. At 10:00 p.m. on 
Wednesday, Speak Your Mind (15 minutes) will feature individuals, groups 
and organizations discussing issues of contemporary local and regional 
interest. Man For The Job is scheduled for Thursday night (10:00 to 
10:30) and will be presented in cooperation with the Louisiana Employ¬ 
ment Service, Vocational Rehabilitation Service, Regional Veterans Ad¬ 
ministration, Chamber of Commerce and private business firms. On 

4293 Saturday afternoon (1:15 to 1:30), doctors, nurses, educators and 
health and safety administrators will conduct panel discussions on Peoples 
Forum . 

62. The agricultural programs proposed by KRMD include a 15- 
minute local program beginnii^ at 12:15 p. m. Monday through Friday. 

The program, entitled RFD Channel 12 , will feature guest appearances 
of agricultural personalities such as the County Agent, home demonstra¬ 
tion agents, representatives of federal farm bureaus and prominent 
farmers and ranchmen of the area. The program will include national, 
regional and local agricultural news, market reports, weather forecasts, 
interviews and discussions on various agricultural and farm economics 
subjects. 

63. KRMD's talk programs include Home Cooking at 11:30 to 12:00 
m., Monday through Friday. This program will feature a setting which 


152 


duplicates as nearly as possible a kitchen in a home. Boy Scout Jam ¬ 
boree is scheduled for 6:00 to 6:15 p. m. on Tuesday and Thursday. The 
purposes and activities of scout organizations will be presented through 
studio demonstrations, talks and round table discussions. A 30-minute 
program entitled From Library Shelves will be presented Friday evening 
at 10:00. This program will feature book reviews and discussions with 
guest authors, scholars and literature hobbyists. The broadcasts will 
be presented in cooperation with the Shreve Memorial and other libraries. 
Barksdale Air Force Base is scheduled for 6:30 to 7:00 p.m. on Satur¬ 
day. This will be a studio presentation of material available to the public, 
and it will be staged by personnel of the base. 

64. At 12:00 m., Monday through Saturday, 6:15 p.m. Monday 
through Friday, and 9:45 p. m., Monday through Friday, KRMD will 
present 10 minutes of news and weather. Following each of the above 
programs (except on Saturday) will be 5 minutes of sports news. Other 
news and weather programs will be presented on Saturday evening at 
6:00 to 6:30 and 10:00 to 10:15. KRMD's news programs will be com¬ 
posed of wire news from a regular news service and local news gathered 
and edited by KRMD^s news director, who will personally plan and write 
all news programs. 

65. In addition, to the above regularly scheduled programs KRMD 
will, from time to time, present remote broadcasts of special events. 
These events will include graduation exercises, elections, professional 
and college sporting events, conventions, fairs and Easter services. 
Should KRMD decide that a particular program would best be presented 
with two cameras, its studio schedule for the day involved would have to 
be altered. 

—Shreveport Televis ion 

66. In the event that it is successful herein, Shreveport Television 
will adhere to the NARTB Code. It will serve all groups in the community 
without discrimination; local religious programming will be telecast on a 
sustaining basis, with no charge for either time or facilities, and all re¬ 
ligious groups will be invited to participate. It will avoid editorializing. 


follow the Communications Act and Commission Rules on political broad¬ 
casts, encourage such broadcasts (although not by direct solicitation), 
and it will adopt a fair attitude in distributing time on controversial issues. 
Its ^’public service” programs will include some designed to improve the 
health, welfare and agricultural techniques of Negro as well as white 
residents of the area. 

67. Shreveport proposes a broadcast week of 104. 5 hours. Analyses 
of its proposed program schedule as to type and source, together with its 
proposed number of spot announcements and non-commercial spot announce¬ 
ments proposed are as follows: 

As to Program Type As to Program Source 


Entertainment 

60.0% 

Network commercial 

42.3% 

Religious 

4.5% 

Network sustaining 

10.0% 

Agricultural 

2.5% 

Recorded commercial 

2.2% 

Educational 

3.1% 

Recorded sustaining 

15.3% 

News 

6.9% 

Wire commercial 

4.2% 

Discussion 

5.7% 

Wire sustaining 

0.0% 

Talks 

17.3% 

Live commercial 

8.0% 


100.0% 

Live sustaining 

18.0% 


100 . 0 % 

Total commercial 56. 5% 

Total sustaining 43. 5%—^ 

Number of spot announcements per week 291 

Number of non-commercial spot announcements per week 89 
68. Asa basis for preparation of Shreveport Television program 
plans Mr. Deane R. Flett, assistant manager for programming, tele¬ 
phoned, wrote or personally called on a large number of persons repre¬ 
senting local and regional organizations and groups in the proposed view¬ 
ing area, requesting cooperation in the matter of local programming. 

27 / 

— Between the hours of 6:00 to 11:00 p.m. the percentages are total 
commercial, 72.1% and total sustaining, 27.9%. The record does not 
disclose whether Shreveport Television would exceed the percentages 
herein established for commercial programming. 


154 


Of the more than 150 such contacts, about 50% were by telephone, 40% 
were by letter, and 10% were personal. Of the persons contacted, all 
have indicated a willingness to cooperate. The formats of Shreveport 
Television’s proposed local programs are set forth in the succeeding 
paragraphs. 

4295 Shreveport Television’s religious programs include Local Church 
Services at 11:00 a. m. to 12:00 m. on Sunday, the programs to be broad¬ 
cast with remote equipment from a different church each week. These 
programs will be presented in cooperation with the various white and 
Negro churches of all denominations on a rotating basis. On Monday 
through Friday at 9:30 a.m., a 15-minute program entitled Your Pastor 
will present a nonsectarian spiritual message with a soft background of 
instrumental hymns. Assurances for cooperation in the presentation of 
this program have been given by the president of the Ministerial Associa¬ 
tion of Shreveport and Bossier City, the Rabbi of the B’nai Zion Congre¬ 
gation, the Bishop of the Alexandria Catholic Diocese, and the Captain 
of the Salvation Army. On Saturday, beginning at 5:30 p.m., a 30-minute 
program entitled The Lord’s Children is scheduled. This program is de¬ 
signed to present sermons and news of church activities and traditional 
hymns and spirituals. Cooperation in the weekly presentation of this 
program has been assured by the president of the Interdenominational 
Alliance of Negro Pastors in Shreveport and Bossier City. 

70. Among the educational programs proposed by Shreveport Tele¬ 
vision is See Your Schools, to be presented on Saturday (1:30 to 2:00 p. m.) 
in cooperation with the Caddo Parish School Board and the Shreveport 
Council of Parents-Teacher Associations. This program will provide a 
television outlet for elementary and junior high schools of Caddo Parish 
be they public, parochial or private, Negro or white. The Superintendent 
of Schools of Caddo Parish and the Radio Chairman of the PTA have as¬ 
sured the applicant of their cooperation. These two persons have also 
promised cooperation in connection with High School Newspaper , scheduled 
for 4:30 to 5:00 p. m. on Saturday. This program will be designed to 
serve as a news outlet for the activities of all high schools throughout the 
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area. Cooperation has been promised, also, by principals of seven white 
and Negro high schools and the Superintendent of Marshall (Texas) Public 
Schools. A 30-minute program beginning at 5:00 p.m. on Saturdays, 

College by Degrees, is designed to explain and demonstrate what a 
regional college and a large university have to offer young people. Part 
of the series will be filmed by applicant at Louisiana Polytechnic Insti- 
tue (Ruston, Louisiana) under the supervision of the Director of Radio 
for that college. Another part of the program will use films made by 
Louisiana State University (Baton Rouge). Assurances of cooperation 
have been received from the Director of Radio at each school. The Story 
Hour is scheduled for 10:00 to 10:30 a. m. on Saturday and will be pre¬ 
sented in cooperation with Shreve Memorial Library and Centenary Col¬ 
lege. Representatives of both of these organizations have assured their 
cooperation. Your Schools is scheduled pn Monday, Wednesday and Fri¬ 
day from 4:00 to 4:15 p. m. This series will attempt to present the 
schools, their problems and their accomplishments, for the adult level. 

The Superintendent of Schools and the PTA Radio Chairman have promised 
cooperation. Cameras on Colleges, scheduled for 9:30 to 10:00 p.m. on 
Tuesday, will be a television workshop series for college students. Co¬ 
operation has been promised by representatives of Centenary College, 
Louisiana Polytechnic Institute, GramWing College for Negroes (Grambling, 
Louisiana), Kilgore Junior College, Bishop College for Negroes and East 
Texas Baptist College. The latter two schools are located in Marshall, 
Texas. 

4296 71. A locally-originated discussion program entitled Free Speech 

is scheduled on Monday for 30 minutes, beginning at 7:00 p.m. A pro¬ 
fessor of history at Centenary College has agreed to act as moderator 
for this program, which will feature discussions of issues obtained from 
viewers. 

72. County and Parish Agricultural Agents in Shreveport Televisiom’s 
proposed coverage area have promised to aid in the selection of outstand¬ 
ing farmers in the area for Sunday Farmer, scheduled at 2:30 to 2:45 p. m. 
on Sunday. Farmers so honored and their families will appear on the 
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broadcast, will receive awards, and will be entertained at the station's 
expense. On Monday, Wednesday and Friday Shreveport Television has 
scheduled Opening Farm Markets and News, Farm News and Markets 
and Closing Farm Markets and News, respectively, for 9:55 to 10:00 a.m., 
12:15 to 12:25 p. m., and 6:10 to 6:15 p. m. Farm news, market reports 
and weather information will be presented on these programs. Down on 
the Farm (12:20 to 1:00 p. m., Saturday) will open with 10 minutes of 
market summaries and late local and national farm news, but the main 
portion of the program will be devoted to interviews and to demonstra¬ 
tions of good farming practices. Assurances of cooperation have been 
received by members of the extension services of nearby schools and 
colleges and from county agricultural agents, both white and Negro. 

72a. Shreveport Television's local talk programs will include 
Easy Does It , scheduled for 2:45 to 3:00 p.m. on Sunday. Experts in 
their fields will be brought to the studios to explain and demonstrate with 
models, props or film, the practical way to solve common problems. 

At 6:30 p. m. on Sunday a 30-minute program entitled Know Your City is 
scheduled; on this program city officials and employees will report what 
taxpayers get for their money. Mayors of 26 cities in the Ark-La-Tex 
area have assured the applicant of their cooperation. Shreveport Tele¬ 
vision will present two women^s programs daily, Monday through Friday. 
Shreveport Window Shopper is scheduled for 9:45 to 9:55 a.m. and 
Kitchen Klub is scheduled for 11:00 a.m. to 12:00 m. A 15-minute Your 
Home, Your Family , beginning at 4:00 p. m. on Tuesdays and Thursdays, 
is designed to provide authoritative information on better and healthier 
living. Safety Is Your Business will be presented on Wednesday from 
9:30 to 9:45 p. m., and will be designed to explain and demonstrate safety 
precautions in various walks of life. Cooperation for this program has 
been assured by the managing director of the Caddo Bossier Safety Council, 
the Police Traffic Department, the Bureau of Fire Prevention and a local 
sporting goods store. The periods of 9:45 to 10:00 p.m. on Wednesday 
through Friday will be' respectively taken up by Artists Cornered , The 
Industrial Ark-La-Tex, and The Man For The Job. In the first-named 
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program, artists of all kinds will be interviewed and encouraged to ex¬ 
plain their work in layman’s language in an attempt to develop interest 
in the arts. In the second-named program, the purpose will be to en¬ 
courage and explain the development of Industry in the Tri-State area. 

In the last-named program, attempts willibe made to find jobs for worthy 
applicants and reports on the general labor situation in the Shreveport 
area will be presented. Offers of cooperation for each of these three 
programs have been received from interested organizations. A 15-minute 
program beginning at 9:45 p.m. on Thursdays, Pleased to Meet You , will 
be designed to introduce Shreveport’s visiting dignitaries. Assistance 
4297 has been promised by a number of organizations. Barksdale News, 
scheduled for 1:15 to 1:30 on Saturday, will be designed to present ver¬ 
bal and visual reports of non-class if ied news from Barksdale Air Force 
Base. 

73. Between the hours of 10:00 and 10:30 p.m. daily, Shreveport 
Television will present 10 minutes of news, 5 minutes of weather and 10 
minutes of sports. An identical arrangement has been scheduled for 6:00 
to 6:30 p.m., Monday through Friday. Beginning at 12:00 m., Monday 
through Saturday, 15 minutes of news will be presented, followed by 5 
minutes of weather (with a 10-minute interval on Monday through Friday). 
Shreveport also schedules 15 minutes of news for 1:00 p. m. on Sunday. 

In the event of a grant, Shreveport Television will have a working agree¬ 
ment with The Shreveport Journal (an afternoon daily), the terms of which 
are as follows: 

’’The Shreveport Journal will cooperate with the Shreveport 
Television Company in the exchange of news stories not obtained 
from leased press wires, and in general those stories that are 
regional and local in nature. The Shreveport Journal will pro¬ 
vide space, in amounts to be determined, for the promotion of 
television programs carried by the Shreveport Television Com¬ 
pany’s station. 

’’The Shreveport Television Company will provide announce¬ 
ments or time in an amount to be determined later, for promotion 
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of the services offered the public by The Shreveport Journal. 

The Shreveport Television Company, operating its own TV 
newsroom, will cooperate with The Journal in the exchange of 
news stories not received* from the leased wire services. 

74. An outlet for young talent will be provided by Junior Stars , to 
be presented Monday through Friday from 5:00 to 5:30 p.m. and on Sat¬ 
urday from 10:30 a.m. to 11:00 a.m. Ark-La-Tex Jamboree , scheduled 
Monday through Friday from 12:30 p. m. to 1:00 p. m., will be a country 
music show. A staff folk-music bank, singers, and visiting guest stars 
will parade their talents in a television hoe-down. A similar program, 
Saturday Night Jamboree, will be presented from 6:30 to 7:00 p.m. on 
Saturday. A talent program for adults will be Talent Detective , to be 
presented from 7:30 to 8:00 p. m. on Wednesday. On Sunday from 1:15 

to 1:30 p. m., Camera Club w ill give home-movie fans an outlet for their 
efforts. The program will attempt to encourage interest in home photo¬ 
graphy as a hobby. 

75. In addition to its regularly scheduled programs, Shreveport 
Television will broadcast special events both from its studio and by 
the use of remote equipment. These events will include religious ser¬ 
vices and programs, elections, professional and college sporting events, 
fairs, conventions, parades, and other programs of interest to the public. 

4298 Staffing Plans 
—Southland 

76. Southland will have a staff of 53 full-time employees exclusive 
of talent. In addition, Lester Kamin will serve in a consulting capacity 
on various matters (see paragraph 25). Southland’s work week will be 
on a 40-hour, 6-day basis. By departments. Southland’s staff can be 
broken down as follows: administrative, 6; technical, 21; program, 22; 
and sales, 4. Nine of its key positions have already been filled: John 
Pace , station manager; L. H. Brandao , program manager; Jack H. Tudor , 
chief engineer; N. L. Keys , assistant chief engineer; James Green, pub¬ 
lic service director; Langston McEachern , film director; Raymond Mc¬ 
Daniel, news director; Earl Turner , assistant news director; and Lois 
Holmes, home economist. 
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77. Mr. Pacers experience is set forth in par^raph 21 hereof. 

Mr. Brandao, age 27, has resided in Shreveport most of his life. He has 
been program director of KCU since March of 1952, but, in the event of 
a grant to Southland, he will sever all connections with KCU. He has 
had some television experience, and he will attend Southwestern Tele¬ 
vision Institute, Memphis, for at least a month in the event of a grant to 
Southland. Jack H. Tudor , age 29, has been offered the job of chief 
engineer, but a term-contract with his present employer prevents his 
giving a definite commitment. In any event, he will be available to ad¬ 
vise the designing, construction and first few months of operation of the 
proposed station. He has worked with Mr. Pace at KLEE (now KPRC), 
Houston. He supervised the installation of KLEE-TV (nowKPRC-TV) 
and served for a time as that station's assistant chief engineer in charge 
of maintenance. Mr. Tudor is presently chief engineer of KRTB, Little 
Rock; he was in charge of the construction of that station and he super¬ 
vised the installation of all its television equipment. 

78. N. L. Keys is presently the chief engineer at KCU. In the 
event of a grant he will sever connections with that station and will de¬ 
vote his full time to the television station. The latter statement applies 
also to James Green, who presently serves as KCU’s public service 
director and news director. Mr, Green, who has also had newspaper 
experience, has spent most of his 35 years in Shreveport. Langston 
McEachern , age 35, has had many years experience in photography and 
motion pictures; since his discharge from the Army Signal Corps, he 
has headed the photography department of The Shreveport Times. Ray ¬ 
mond McDaniel is presently employed by The Shreveport Times; in the 
event of a grant to Southland, he will be sent to view the operations of 
other stations. Earl Turner is a staff photographer at The Shreveport 
Journal; except for his military service, he has resided in Shreveport 
all of his life. Mrs. Lois Holmes has been a home economist for Inter¬ 
national Harvester Company since 1946. 

79. Special talent in the forms of T. Tommy Cutrer , Chester 
McDowell and Roy Cordell will be used by Southland on a regular basis. 
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These three personalities are featured on a regular basis by KCU and have 
participated in many of that station's sustaining programs, including 
polio and cancer drives, Louisiana State Fair, etc. 

4299 

-■^KRMD 

80. KRMD will have a staff of 37 employees including the partners 
Lanford and Dean. In general, KRMD^s work week will be on a 40-hour, 
6-day basis. By departments, KRMD^s staff can be broken down as fol¬ 
lows: administrative', 9; technical, 11; program, 13; and sales, 4. 

This applicant will use each of its staff members in more than one ca¬ 
pacity. For example, a news director may be required, on occasions, 
to handle lighting, production or direction. Again, monitoring engineers 
will, at times, be required to watch audio levels, to load film and to 
operate switching and shading equipment. T. B. Lanford will serve as 
managing partner and Robert M. Dean as engineering supervisor. Four 
other key positions have already been filled: William L. Switzer , sta¬ 
tion manager; Owens F. Alexander , operations manager; Glenn V . 
Wilson , commercial manager; and Elizabeth Alford, program director. 

81. Messrs. Dean and Lanford are discussed in paragraphs 30 
through 34 hereof. Mr. Switzer , age 40, has lived in Shreveport since 
1923. Except for a 4-year period when he was in military service, he 
has supervised the complete administrative operation of radio stations 
KRMD and KRMD-FM. He has been responsible for the coordination of 
the public service activities of these stations, and he has received cita¬ 
tions for his work with many civic and charitable organizations in Shreve¬ 
port. Although he has visited a number of television stations, he has had 
no actual television experience. Mr. Alexander , age 31, has had a va¬ 
riety of radio experience, including special events work. In 1946 he 
supervised the construction of WCX)F (AM), Dothan, Alabama; he also 
served as that station’s general manager. From June of 1952 until June 
of 1953, he served as manager of program operations at WAFM-TV, 
Birmingham. At this station he participated in virtually every phase of 
television operation including (although he is not an engineer) the tech¬ 
nical aspect of production, such as lighting and the supervision of remote 


programs. In addition to his experience at WAFM-TV, he has studied 
the operations and techniques of several other television stations. 

Glenn V. Wilson, age 56, has lived in Shreveport since 1914 and has been 
commercial manager of Station KRMD since 1936. He has a background 
of local civic activity. Elizabeth Alford, age 38, has resided in Shreve¬ 
port for the past 14 years, where she has served Station KRMD in a va¬ 
riety of capacities including that of program director and (during World 
War II) that of station director. She is a lecturer on radio writing and 
speaking at Centenary College. Both she and Mr. Wilson have visited 
and studied existing television operations. Messrs. Switzer, Alexander 
and Wilson and Miss Alford will all devote full time to the television 
station. 

82. In the event of a grant, KRMD will have its full staff on duty 
for training one month before the station goes on the air. KRMD’s chief 
engineer has not as yet been selected. When employed, he will work a 
regular shift at the transmitter building, which is 15 to 17 mQes from 
the studio building. KRMD^s engineering staff at the studio building will 

4300 be under the supervision of a technical supervisor (yet to be hired) and 
Mr. Alexander, operations manager. 

— Shreveport Television 

83. Shreveport Television will have a staff of 54 full-time em¬ 
ployees exlusive of its general manager. In general, its work week will 
be on a 40-hour, 5-day basis; certain key employees, however, will 
work a 6-day schedule. By departments, Shreveport Television’s staff 
can be broken down as follows: administrative, 7; technical, 22; pro¬ 
gram, 21; and sales, 4. All studio personnel will be trained to operate 

at any position. A training program will also be instituted for engineering 
personnel. Three key positions have been filled: Don George , general 
manager; Morris C. Barton, Jr., chief engineer; and Deane R. Flett, 
assistant manager for programming. 

84. Mr. George’s qualifications are discussed in paragraphs 39- 
40 hereof. Morris C. Barton, Jr. , age 48, has had many years of 
varied television e^erience. Beginning in 1943, he participated in the 
planning, construction, installation and technical operation of DuMont’s 
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(now WTTG), and of WDET (now WWJ-TV) in Detroit and KBTV (now 
WFAA-TV) in Dallas. His experience with WWJ-TV, KBTV and WFAA- 
TV has included such duties as cameraman, audio man, projectionist, 
transmitter engineer, technical director, chief engineer, and instructor 
in technical operations and maintenance. Deane R. Flett , age 38, has 
had a variety of radio experience, and in 1947 he joined KTBS, Shreve¬ 
port, as program director; he subsequently became news director of 
that station as well. In addition to his participation in the development 
of the over-all television plans of Shreveport Television, he had previously 
performed a similar function for KTBS. He has visited a number of exist¬ 
ing television operations. 

Studios, Equipment and Other Facilities 
—Southland 

85. In connection with its studio plans Southland has secured an 
option on a lot (190' x 200') on the comer of Linwood and West Kirby 
Streets in Shreveport. It has also had negotiations with reference to 
locating the studios on the campus of Centenary College, but these ne¬ 
gotiations have not resulted in a positive proposal. Its present plan is 
to buy a used airplane hangar of the dimensions of 100' x 140' and to 
construct within the shell of the hangar its studios, offices and other re¬ 
quired facilities, all in accordance with plans worked out by Messrs. 
Tudor, Pace, Brandao and J. W. Hargrove and Southland's architect. 

If for any reason the hangar should prove to be unavailable, the specifi¬ 
cations presently proposed for the interior of the hangar will not be 
changed. Therefore, regardless of the outer shell of the building. 
Southland will have two studios, both 18' in height, the one measuring 

40' X 60', the other measuring 40' x 40'. Space is provided for a con- 

28/ 

4301 trol room —, a property storage room, a film storage and editing 

—The control room was designed primarily for service to the larger 
studio. From within the control room the director and the announcer will 
be able to see into both studios. The only other control room employee 
who needs to see the show in progress is the audio engineer. He will be 
able to see directly into the larger studio; his viewing of the smaller 
studio will be effected by the use of a system of mirrors. 
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room, an art room, covered parking areas, offices, and other rooms, 
including dressing rooms, work rooms, etc. 

Space is available for the placement of air-conditioning equipment, al¬ 
though the details with respect to air conditioning the studio building have 
not yet been worked out. Southland has discussed the matter of acousti¬ 
cal treatment of studio doors opening into corridors, but a final decision 
with respect thereto has not been reached. 

86. Southland’s transmitter building will include a 40’ x 40’ trans¬ 
mitter room, complete living quarters, a storage room, and a room for 
the janitor. 

87. Southland’s equipment list was prepared by Mr. Tudor (chief 
engineer) in consultation with Mr. Brandao (program director) and Mr. 
Pace (station manager). The basic equipment will include two studio 
camera chains, two film cameras, a custom-built mobile unit for re¬ 


mote broadcasts, and lighting and associated equipment. 
--KRMD 


88. KRMD’s studio building will be constructed on a 100’ x 125’ 
tract of land located in Shreveport at 62nd street and Linwood Avenue 
North. The building will measure 86’ x 80’ (minus an area of approxi¬ 
mately 13’ X 44’ from the front of the building) and will encompass ap¬ 
proximately 90,420 cubic feet of space. It will be constructed of cinder 
block and it will have a composite roof. The main studio will measure 
approximately 53’ x 40’ and will have an 18’ ceiling. The second studio 
will measure approximately 16’ x 15’ and will have a 10’ ceiling. The 
studio building will contain offices, a reception room, dressing rooms, 
a newsroom, a film-editing room, and other rooms and working space. 

89. KRMD proposes to use 35 hours of film programs per week. 
Within a room measuring 14’ 10” x 12’ 2”, KRMD proposes to place 
desks for the film supervisor and the film editor; the same room is 
proposed for the storing, editing and actual running of the film. During 


29 / 


See, also, paragraphs 6-8, 14 and 32. 
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the course of the hearing, a question arose as to whether KHMD had al¬ 
lotted adequate space for its film activities. In this regard the evidence 
shows that WAFM-TV, Birmingham, runs about 70 hours of film per 
week and that its film activities are carried on in a space 8^ x 10*. 

4302 90. The over-all dimensions of KRMD*s transmitter building will 

be 60* X 40*. It will be constructed of Textrete, a local concrete ma¬ 
terial. This building will not be air-conditioned, but a window unit will 
be installed for the office and workshop. For heating purposes use will 
be made of transmitter heat and of a portable electric heater. 

91. KRMD*s equipment needs were determined by its consulting 
engineer and General Electric in consultation with KRMD. KRMD*s basic 
equipment will include a two-camera portable chain, a film camera, a 
16-mm film projector, and lighting and associated equipment. KHMD 
originally proposed two. film projectors; the one, however, will be 
eliminated and KRMD will purchase some additional lenses that are re¬ 
quired for the effectuation of its programming. A station wagon belonging 
to Mr. Lanford will be used for transporting equipment for remote broad¬ 
casts. Most of KRMD*s proposed local studio programs will be one- 
camera shows. Where, in the case of a one-camera studio show, both 
of KRMD*s cameras are needed in setting up a remote broadcast, or, 

in the case of a two-camera studio show, one camera is so needed, ad¬ 
justments will be made in the studio schedule. 

— Shreveport Television 

92. Shreveport Television holds an option on a lot at 1637 King*s 
Highway in Shreveport, and it will construct a new studio building there. 
Within the studio building Shreveport Television will have two studios, 
each with a ceiling height of 21*, the one measuring 45* x 73* and the 
other, 30* x 20*. The studios will be on a different floor and each will 
be serviced by its own control room; the control room on the second 
floor will also service an outdoor studio measuring 96* x 43*. Space 

is provided in the building for property and other storage, work-rooms, 
offices, air-conditioning equipment, a snack bar, a news room, and 
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other rooms, including rooms for viewing by clients and audiences, 
dressing rooms, etc. Parking is provided for at the side and at the front 
of the building. 

93. Shreveport Television's transmitter building will measure ap¬ 
proximately 75' X 36' 8". It will include a transmitter room, a control 
room, a workshop, storage space, an emergency studio, a bunk-room, 

a kitchen-dinette, and a room for air-conditioning equipment. 

94. Shreveport Television's basic e< 3 uipment will include three 
field-type camera chains, two 16-mm film projectors, a station wagon 
for carrying equipment for remote broadcasts, a tape recorder for use 
in connection with locally-originated film, and lighting and associated 
equipment. Shreveport Television is the only applicant proposing a 
tape recorder. 

4303 Possible Effectuation of Program Proposals 

95. The record in this proceeding does not disclose that any of 
the program proposals advanced herein would fail in significant degree 
due to an inability or refusal to cooperate on the part of any governmental, 
educational, religious or other organization or body, or any member or 
official thereof. Neither does it appear that any of the said program 
proposals will fail of substantial achievement by reason or deficiencies 
relating to the staffs, studios, equipment and other facilities respectively 
proposed. 

Past Operation of KCU and WMRY (See paragraph 26, supra .) 

96. Construction permits for KCU, Shreveport, and WMRY, 

New Orleans, were granted by the Commission on February 7 and June 7, 
1949, respectively. WMRY commenced operations on January 6, 1950; 
KCU commenced operations on April 26, 1950. There follows a com¬ 
parison of the program service promised by the licensee as to each of 
these stations, as appears from the applications for construction permits, 
with the service actually rendered, as appears from the respective 
composite weeks filed with the Commission: 
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Program Log Analyses 

Original CP's Composite Week of Operation 


1 

of Stations 

KCU and WMRY 

1952 

KCU 

1951 

WMRY 

By Program Source 




Entertainment 

58.3 

83.73 

71.9 

Religious 

3.4 

7.30 

12.0 

Agriculture 

2.1 

0.00 

3.0 

Educational 

1.4 

0.00 

.9 

News 

1 

22.4 

3.65 

7.7 

Discussion 1 

0.0 

0.00 

.2 

Talks j 

0.0 

5.32 

4.3 

Governmental i 

2.1 

0.00 

0.0 

Fraternal i 

2.1 

0.00 

0.0 

Health and Welfare 

.8 

0.00 

0.0 

Information 

7.4 

0.00 

0.0 

By Program Type 




Network 

0.0 

4. 50 

0.0 

Recorded 

48.2 

83.02 

78.8 

Wire 

( 

17.5 

1.67 

7.6 

Live 

34.3 

10.81 

13.6 

Total Commercial 

50.5 

78.41 

84.2 

Total Sustaining 

49.5 

21.59 

15.7 

Spot Announcements 

350 

800 

989 

Non-Commercial Spot 
Announcements 

25 

37 

140 


97. Prior to granting the applications for construction permits for 
the above stations, the Commission had addressed a letter to the appli¬ 
cant inquiring as to the propriety of identical proposals for stations in 
two different cities. The response read, in part: ’The tentative pro¬ 
gram for each of these stations was set up as identical because the public 
need of each community is the same.... Our programming will be 
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flexible in each city to serve the public interest. ” 

98. When the stations first went on the air, they adhered to what 
was proposed in the original applications, KCU operating as a ^’popular 
music station’^ and WMRY operating as a ”good music station”. Operating 
as such, neither station proved to be a successful operation financially. 
After approximately eight months, the New Orleans station became (ex¬ 
cept for its manager) an ”all Negro operation” because ”New Orleans was 
a large enough market to where a station could be devoted to the Negro 
interests full time. ” WMRY is now a financially successful operation. 

Its license was renewed by the Commission on November 5, 1952. 

99. In presenting ”an exceptionally varied type of programming”, 

KCU lost money continuously through August of 1951. Thereafter, Mr. 

Pace was employed to replace the manager who had been discharged as 

not having done ”a competent job”. Mr. Pace made a study of KCU's 

service area and determined that it was not adequately being served 

with respect to three distinct types of programming, i. e., popular 

music, hillbilly-western, and ’’race” music. After securing authority 

from the station owners, Mr. Pace set up KCU’s basic programming as 

follows: sign-on to 9:30 a.m., popular music, 9:30 a.m. to 2:30 p. m., 

hillbilly-western music; and 2:30 p. m. to 4:30 p.m. ’’race” music. With 

these changes Mr. Kamin regards KCU to be now ”a very competent 

30/ 

operation” in that ”we are getting the listeners on our station. ” — 

100. Of the 92. 5 hours in KCU’s composite week, at least 75.25 
consisted of recorded music of the three tyjDes mentioned in the preceding 
paragraph. At least another 1.75 consisted of local live music. All of 

30/ 

—' In this regard various exhibits of Hooper rating information offered 

by Southland were admitted by the Examiner without objection by the other 
parties. Audience surveys may be important to the industry for its pur¬ 
poses, but they have no probative value in the evaluation of an applicant’s 
record of performance in the public interest. KTBS, Inc., 10 Pike & 
Fischer Radio Regulation 811, 845. Accordingly, the exhibits in ques¬ 
tion should have been excluded. 
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the news programs presented were network or wire. In spite of its 
promises to the Commission, KCU presented no educational programs. 
Mr. Pace’s study of KCU’s service area revealed that 50% of the popu- 
4305 lation within the area consisted of rural residents. Although he 
scheduled 5 hours of hillbilly-western music for them daily, the com¬ 
posite week for 1952 fails to reveal a single agricultural program. 

KCU contends (Exc. 45) that "the stafliion carried 3 or 4 minutes of agri¬ 
culture news and announcements each day at noon at the end of a regular 
15-minute news period. " A study of the logs for the composite week, 
however, reveals the following w4re news programs in KCU’s schedule: 
15 minutes at 12 m. on Saturday; none on Sunday; 5 minutes at 9:00 a. m. 
and at 12:15 m. on Monday and on Tuesday; 5 minutes at 8:00 a. m., 

5 minutes at 9:00 a. m., and 4. 5 minutes at 12:15 m. on Wednesday and 
Thursday; and 14. 5 minutes at 7:30 a. m. and 4. 5 minutes at 8:00 a. m. 
on Friday. Since August 13, 1952, KCU has carried a 5-minute farm 
program 5 times a week; since May 2, 1953, it has carried a 15-minute 
Rural Youth Roundup on Saturdays. On the basis of a 92. 5-hour week, 
the percentage of time for agricultural programs would still only be ap¬ 
proximately 0.72%—one-third of the percentage origuially promised. 

An examination of KCU’s log for Friday, August 1, 1952, reveals that 
the station signed-on at 6:00 a.m.; that between the hours of 6:00 and 
9:30 a.m., it presented approximately 2. 5 hours of recorded music and 
Ihour of other programming; and that the hours of 9:30 a.m. to sign-off 
(7:00 p.m.) were consumed entirely with recorded music. 

101. While recorded programs were increasing from a promised 
48.2% to 83.02%, live presentations were decreasing from a promised 
34.3% to 10.81%. 

102. KCU’s composite week contains a number of programs re¬ 
garded by that station to be "public service programs." An example of 
one of these "public service programs" is the following: KCU will pre¬ 
sent 5 minutes of news from its regular news ticker and announce that 
the program is brought to the listeners by the National Safety Council. 
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Again, KCU takes a transcription sent to it by, for example, the United 
States Army, retains the recruiting or other messages from the Army, de¬ 
letes the popular or other music contained on ,the transcription and substitutes 
its standard hillbilly-western fare. KCIFhas not sought permission to ef¬ 
fect such changes from any of the government agencies involved. It believes, 
however, that in making such changes, its audience has had the music it 
wants, that the station loses none of its listeners, and that ”more people 
have heard about the United States Army than would have if the station had 
played Andre Kostelanetz. In March of 1952, Mr. Pace received an award 
from the Tri-State U.S. Army and U.S. Airforce Recruiting District. In 
June of 1952, KCU received an award from the Junior Chamber of Com¬ 
merce. 

103. The record shows that KCIF has, at times, presented overly- 
long spot announcements, and that it has presented as many as 12 spot 
announcements in a 30-minute period. It does not appear, however, that 
these practices are engaged in on a regular basis. KCIJ^s Negro disc jockey, 
Chester McDowell (otherwise known as ’’Daddy-0-Hot-Rod’O, sometimes 
intersperses Negro Spirituals with beer commercials. He has, however, 
received an award based on his popularity as a disc jockey. Although 

4306 KCU’s staff has been instructed to comply with Commission Rules 
with respect to logging, its logs for the composite week of 1952 show vio¬ 
lations of Sections 3.181 and 3.183. 

104. L. H. Brandao became program director of KCU in May of 
1952. He and Mr. Pace have initiated a number of public service pro¬ 
grams”, broadcast in cooperation with civic and charitable organizations, 
etc. Under Mr. Brandao’s supervision, some 22 programs or series of 
programs have been presented by KCU. Each appears to be of desirable 
program content. Of the 22 programs, 11 were first produced on the Sta¬ 
tion in May of 1953, and 2 were produced in April of 1953. 

Past Operation of KRMD and KRMD-FM 

105. Stations KRMD and KRMD - FM are not operated as compe¬ 
titive media, and, except for occasional special programs such as 
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football games, they carry the same programs. Here following is a 
comparison of the program service actually rendered by station KRMD, 
as shown by the 1952 composite week of operation, with the progrmn 
proposals of that station, as shown in the 1949 application for renewal 
of license: 

Program Log Analyses 



KBMD 1949 

KRMD Composite 

1 

Application 

Week of Operation 

' 

fo r Renewal 

for the year 


of License 

1952 

By Program Source 

Entertainment 

74.8 

71.8 

Religious 

5.9 

3.7 

Agriculture 

.4 

.4 

Educational 

3.6 

2.9 

News 

8.9 

10.5 

Discussion 

•8 

1.8 

Talks 

5.6 

8.9 


100.0 

100.0 

By Program Types 



Network 

68.6 

58.4 

Recorded 

22.3 

33.9 

Wire 

2.9 

1.6 

live 

6.2 

6.1 


100.0 


100.0 


Total Commercial 
Total Sustaining 


53.6 

46.4 


54.6 


45.4 31/ 



100.0 

100.0 

Spot Announcements 

375 

457 

Non-Commercial Spot 



Announcements 

53 

41 


106. It appears from the foregoing that station KRMD has sub¬ 
stantially lived up to its performance promises. Its sustaining time 
includes regular programs for and on behalf of a large number of the 
varied local interests of Shreveport. 

107. As shown in paragraphs 29-37 thereof principals in Radio 
Station KRMD have ownership interests in other existing broadcast 
stations. The operation of none of these stations was challenged by any 
party to this proceeding, and no evidence, was presented concerning their 
operation. 

Some Aspects of the Operation of the Don George Theatres 32/ 

Included in this percentage as "sustaining” are a number of 14- 
minute, non-sponsored programs, with a 30-second spot an¬ 
nouncement at the beginning and a 30-second spot announcement at 
the end. Southland contends that these programs should be clas¬ 
sified as "commercial" and that the percentage of commercial 
programs for this composite week should^ accordingly, be 62% and 
of sustaining programs, 38%. Section IV, page 4 of FCC Form 
301 provides that a commercial program is "any program the time 
for which is paid for by a sponsor o r any program which is interrupted 
by a spot announcement ... at intervals of less than 14 1/2 
minutes." (Emphasis supplied) By way of explanation, it is 
stated: "(It will be noted that any program which is interrupted 
by a commercial announcement is classified as a commercial 
program, even though the purchaser of the interrupting announce¬ 
ment has not also purchased the time preceding and following. 

The result is to classify so-called ’participating’ programs as com¬ 
mercial. Without such a rule, a 15-minute program may contain 
5 or even more minutes of advertising and still be classified as 
’sustaining. ’ Under the proposed definition, a program may be 
classified as ’sustaining’ although preceded and followed by spot • 
announcements, but if a spot announcement interrupts a program, 
the program must be classified as ’commercial.’)" It is clear 
that KRMD has properly classified these programs as "sustaining. ’’ 


108. The laws of the State of Louisiana forbid the integration of 
Negroes and whites in motion picture theatres; these laws do not 
specify what types of seating arrangements are permissible. Of 
Shreveport’s ’’downtovm” theatres, the Strand was built in 1925 and the 

4308 Majestic was built in 1907 or 1908. Both of these theatres have 

balconies to which Negro patrons are admitted. Mr. George’s Don 
Theatre (a ’’downtown” theatre) was opened on July 9, 1947. In coil- 
structing the Don, Mr. George did not include a balcony because it 
would not have been successful financially: ”A person that is going 
to pay 65 cents to come to my theatre, be he colored or anything 
else, is not going to sit way up some place in the balcony. In other 
words, they just won’t come to the show. ” None of Mr. George’s other 
theatres admit Negroes. The record does not reflect whether theatres 
other than the Strand or the Majestic admit Negroes, whether the 
Strand or the Majestic admit Negroes to their first floors, or whether 
any but the latter theatres in Shreveport have balconies. In disclaiming 
responsibility for the exclusion of Negroes from his threatres, Mr. 
George stated: ”I didn’t write the laws or make the customs. ” 

109. The Don George Theatres use nothing but 35 mm. film; 
applicant Shrevefport Television contemplates no equipment per¬ 
mitting it to use 35 mm. film in its television operation. Shreveport 
Television and the Don George Theatres have no plans for the joint 
purchase of film. The operation of the station proposed by Shreveport 
Television will be separate from the operation of the Don George 
Theatres. Mr. George will make every effort to obtain every possible 
picture for the television operation. 

Southland’s Petition for Leave to Amend 

110. As found in paragraph 17 hereof, on January 23, 1953 the 
Texas group and the Shreveport group entered into an agreement relating 
to the prosecution of the Southland application, to the composition of that 
ai^licant in the event of a grant, and to the construction and operation 

of the proposed television station in the event of a grant. The agreement 
provides that all further obligations of the parties shall terminate if no 
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final decision shall have been rendered on the application either within 
one year from the date on which the competitive hearing on the applica¬ 
tion shall have commenced, or not later than December 31, 1954, 
whichever first occurs. By Commission Order of May 20, 1953 (see 
paragraph 1), the competitive hearing in this proceeding commenced 
on June 19, 1953. Accordingly, the date for the termination of all 
fur^er obligations under the agreement automatically became June 19, 
1954. On Jime 1, 1954 Southland filed a Petition for Leave to Anaend 
and Reopen Record. With respect to amendments to applications. 
Section 1.365(a) of the Commission's Rules provides, in pertinent 
part, as follows: 

'^Requests to amend an application after it has been 
designated for hearing will be considered only upon written 
petition properly served upon the parties of record, and will 
be granted only for good cause shown, ” 

111. In its petition. Southland stated that the parties to the 
above agreement had changed the termination clause therein to provide 
for a new termination date of December 31, 1956, It prayed that leave 
to amend its application be granted, that an amendment reflecting the 
above change be accepted, and that the record in this proceeding be 

reopened for the purpose of receiving evidence of such change. 

As groxmds for the relief requested, Southland set forth the facts that 
the record in this proceeding had been closed on July 31, 1953 and that 
no initial decisim had been released, and alleged that the one-year 
termination provision in the above agreement was included for the 
reason that the parties to the agreement had ''anticipated that final 
action by the Commission would be forthcoming" within one year from 
the date of the commencement of the hearing. In its petition. Southland 
asserted that no substantive rights of the other applicants would be 
adversely affected by a grant of the relief requested. 

112, Oppositions to Southland's petitions were filed on June 4, 
1954 by KRMD and by Shreveport Television. KRMD contended, 
principally, that the petition was untimely and must be denied for 
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lack of diligence; that the petition made no attempt to explain the . 
alleged delay in filing; that there was no reasonable basis for anti¬ 
cipating final action by the Commission within one year from the 
coinniencement of the hearing; that the good cause required by Section 
1.365(a) had not been shown; that the grant of the relief requested would 
prejudice the rights of 'the competing applicants and improve the case 

I 

of the petitioner; and that a reopening of the record would lead to new 
testimony and cross-examination and would prolong and disrupt the 
administrative process, contrary to the public interest. 

113. In addition to the grounds relied upon by KRMD, Shreveport 
Television contended that the parties to the agreement contemplated from 
the outset that a final decision might not be rendered within the one- 
year period; that the unmistakable purpose of the termination clause 
was to limit the obligations of the Shreveport group (as to time) to the 
dates fixed; and that it has nowhere been alleged that the trust arrange¬ 
ment entered into in connection with the stock and loan agreement (see 
paragraph 19) has also been extended. 

114. At a conference on June 14, 1954, after hearing oral argu¬ 
ment on Southland’s petition, the Examiner found good cause to exist 
for the grant of the relief requested and announced that: ”an order wi 11 
issue and the petition will be granted as of this date. The amendment 
will be accepted. The record in the matter herein is re-opened hereby 
for the sole purpose of accepting in evidence the amended termination 
date of the Southland contract, and the record is thereupon closed.” 
KHMD and Shreveport Television orally waived rights of cross- 
examination but took exception to the Examiner’s ruling, requesting 

in this connection that the exceptions be carried forward. The above 
ruling of the Examiner was formalized by a written Order of June 7, 

1954 (FCC 54M-755). In stating again that ’’good cause has been 
shown” for the granting of the relief requested, the Examiner apparently 
relied upon matters which had been developed at conferences of June 1 
and Jxme 4, 1954 but which had not been mentioned in the petition of 
June 1, 1954. 
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115. The Initial Decision of June 7, 1954 makes no mention what¬ 
ever of any of the above facts. In its Exceptions to the Initial Decision, 
Shreveport Television "excepts to so much in the Initial Decision herein 
as treats Southland Television Company as an entity still existing in the 
form in which it presented itself as an applicant for a construction 
permit." In support of this exception, Shreveport Television, in the main 
repeats the arguments previously directed to the Examiner. None of 
KRMD^s. exceptions relate to the accepta^ice of the amendment. In reply 
to Southland’s exceptions, however, KRMD urges that "the Commission 
should not consider the exceptions of Southland in any event because, 
among other reasons. Southland Television Company, the entity which 
prosecuted the application herein, no longer exists." 

III. CONCLUSIONS 

Preliminary 

116. In our Order of May 20, 1953 designating the above-entitled 
applications for hearing (see paragraph 1), we found Southland and 
Shreveport Television to be legally, financially and technically qualified 
to construct, own and operate the television stations respectively pro¬ 
posed. We found KRMD to be legally and technically so qualified, but, 
on the basis of the information then before us, we could not assure 
ourselves of that applicant’s financial qualifications. Accordingly, 

KRMD was put to the burden of establishing on the record that it had 
sufficient funds available to it to construct, own and operate the tele¬ 
vision station by it proposed. That it has met this burden is demon¬ 
strated by the findings of fact set forth in paragraphs 6 through 16 hereof. 
On the basis of those findings of fact we affirmatively determine that 
KRMD is financially qualified to construct, own and operate its pro¬ 
posed television broadcast station, and that there exists, therefore, 

no statutory basis for a denial on such ground of its application herein. 

117. The applicants herein have also been heard on a comparative 
basis, and a selection must now be made on the basis of significant 
difference in one or more areas of comparison. Those areas have 
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been marked off by the applicants themselves through their points of 
reliance, and these points, upon which each applicant has staked its case, 
have formed the boundary lines of relevant evidence. The process of 
judgment now involves, first, a determination of the areas in which 
one applicant excels to a significant degree over the others, and second, 
a reasoned weighing of such areas of superiority with the object of finding 
the applicant whose proposal will serve, in greatest degree, the public 
interest, convenience and necessity. 

118. The matters relied upon by the respective applicants were 
set forth in the Examiner’s Memorandum and Order after Hearing Con¬ 
ference (FCC 53M-472), and were also attached to her Initial Decision 
as Attachment A thereof (FCC 54D-41). In substance, the reliance of 
Southland has been placed upon alleged, significant superiorities with 
respect to the following matters: Local residence of owners, officers 
and directors; participation in civic, business and community affairs in 
the Shreveport area; integration of ownership with active management; 
studio, equipment, staffing and programming proposals; identification 
with civic, education, religious, agriculture, race and other groups in 
the areas to be served, and likelihood of cooperation by those groups; 
and diversification in the ownership and control of media of mass 
communication. Although the points put forth by Shreveport Television 
are phrased differently, they operate, substantially, to meet the chal¬ 
lenge of Southland on each of the foregoing points. This is true, also, 
with respect to the points advanced by KRMD, except that KRMD claimed 
no superiority with respect to the matter of diversification. It has sub¬ 
sequently denied, however, that either of the other two applicants should 
be preferred on this basis, and, with respect to Shreveport Television, 
it has contended that it (KRMD) is entitled to a preference based upon 
the ownership of motion picture theatres by Don George. 

119. In addition to the matters set forth above. Southland has 
relied upon the background and experience of its proposed vice presi¬ 
dent and general manager, John H. Pace, and upon the management 

he will give the station. On the other hand, KRMD has alleged superiority 
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in the. matter of radio broadcasting experience, and it also has relied 
upon the records of operation of its existing broadcast facilities. 

Finally, Shreveport Television has relied upon the experience of Don 
George in the presentation of entertainment by visual means. 

Program Proposals 

120. Under the comparative issue herein we seek first to deter¬ 
mine whether a preference should be awarded on the ground that one 
applicant's program proposal will better meet the needs of the com¬ 
munities to be served than will the proposal of either of the other two 
applicants. In resolving this question we look initially to the respective 
statements of program policy; an examination of these statements fails to 
reveal a basis for preference. We observe that KRMD alone will accept 
religious programs on a commercial basis. Commercially sponsored 
religious programs are not inherently objectionable or against the pub¬ 
lic interest, however, and an applicant will not be penalized merely 
because it contemplates such programs. WKRG-TV, Inc. , 10 Pike and 
Fischer Radio Regulation 225, 267; KTBS, Inc ., 10 RR 811, 868; WJR, 
The Goodwill Station, Inc. , 9 RR 227, 260g. 

121. Broadcast weeks of 104. 5 hours, 89 hours and 81.25 hours 
are proposed, respectively, by Shreveport Television, Southland and 
KRMD. No decisional significance attaches, however, to a bare showing 
of a greater number of broadcast hours per week: In the absence of a 
totally inadequate schedule from the standpoint of hours or time of 
operation, our principal concern is whether the applicant has achieved 
balance in the allocation of time to the various types and sources of 
programs. The Enterprise Company , 9 RR 816, 818h, 818bb. Cf . 
Petersburg Television Corp ., 10 RR 567, 584i. 

122. For the presentation of local live programs the parties 
have reserved, of their total weekly time: Southland, 35.1%; Shreve¬ 
port Television, 26%; and KRMD, 25.8%. In view of the generous and 
adequate provision that each applicant has herein made for local pro¬ 
gramming, there is no basis for preference or penalty in the above 
figures. Cf. Sacramento Broadcasters, Inc. 10 RR 615, 642f-g; 
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WKRG-TV, Inc. , supra, '267-8. As to network programming, applicants 
Southland and Shreveport propose, respectively, 48% and 52.3% of total 
weekly time, as compared to KRMD's proposal of 24% from this source. 
With respect, however, to percentage of total weekly time to be devoted 
to programming by film. Southland proposes 13. 3%, Shreveport Tele¬ 
vision proposes 17. 5%, andKRMD proposes 44.2%. Thus, to sources 
other than wire and local, the applicants have allocated percentages of 
their broadcast weeks, respectively, as follows: Southland, 61.3%; 
Shreveport Television, 69. 3%; and KRMD, 68. 2%. The differences in- 
4313 volved are deemed by us to be insignificant. Nor can we reason¬ 
ably conclude on this record that significance attaches in either direction 
by virtue of KRMD's accent on film programs as opposed to the accent 
by Southland and Shreveport Television on network programming. 

123. As to the percentages of total weekly time that each applicant 

proposes for commercial programming, Southland proposes 78.4% (with 

a maximum of 80%), Shreveport Television proposes 56. 5%, andKRMD 

33/ 

proposes 57.2%.—During the so-called prime listening hours of 6 to 
11 p.m., the percentages are Southland, 86.4%; Shreveport Tele¬ 
vision, 72.1%; and KRMD, 57. 2% But, even as a commercially spon¬ 
sored religious program cannot be said to be inherently objectionable 
or against the public interest (see paragraph 120), so also, a commercially 
sponsored program of any type cannot be said to be so. An applicant is 
not to be penalized unless it proposes commercialization to such a degree 
as to clearly preclude a determination that its overall plan of program¬ 
ming is a well-rounded, balanced proposal. Radio Fort Wayne, Inc ., 

9 RR 1221, 1222f (where the one applicant proposed 79.8% of its total 
time and 91.4% of its prime time for commercial programs, and the other, 
67. 5% and 70.1%, respectively). 

124. As to program types, no one applicant proposes to devote 

precisely the same percentage of its total weekly time to a particular 

type of program as does another. That an increase in the emphasis 

33/ The record does not disclose whether Shreveport Television or 

KRMD would exceed the respective percentages of 56. 5% and 57.2%. 
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accorded one type of program necessarily results in decreased emphasis 
to another type is illustrated by the fact that, of the three applicants, 
Southland proposes the largest percentage of total weekly time for 
religious programming, Shreveport Television the largest percentage 
for discussion programming, and KRMD the largest percentage for 
educational programming. It has been our position that applicants 
must be allowed considerable discretion in determining the distribution 
of its broadcast hours among the different types of programs. Cf. 
Sacramento Broadcasters, Inc ., supra, 642f. As concluded by the 
Examiner herein, each applicant has provided reasonable percentages 
of total weekly time for the various types of programs. In the absence 
of a showing that an applicant has made inadequate provision in its 
proposed program schedule for a particular type of program, no 
deficiency will attach. WKRG-TV, Inc. , supra , 267 (par. 80) and 
cases there cited. 

125. KRMD has excepted to the failure of the Examiner to conclude 
that, as against Shreveport Television, it should be preferred for the 
reason that it has provided three one-half hour programs each week for 
the exclusive use of Negro institutions, whereas Shreveport Television 
has provided only one one-half hour program for such exclusive use. An 
examination of the formats of Shreveport Television’s proposed local 
programs reveals, however, that Negroes will participate in many of 

that applicant’s local features. Further, we are aware of no 
programs in Shreveport Television’s local schedule which would be of 
interest only to white viewers. It has not been demonstrated on this record 
that Shreveport Television has been neglectful in its responsibilities to 
any of the different groups within its proposed field intensity contours. 

To extend a preference to KRMD on the basis here urged would entail a 
distortion of the concept of public interest which looks to an overall 
balance of service to the public. See WSAV, Inc. , 10 RR 402, 430r. 

126. As found in paragraph 73 hereof, Shreveport Television, 

in the event of a grant to that applicant, will have a working agreement with 
The Shreveport Journal providing for the exchange between those two 



entities of news stories not received from leased wire services. It has 
been urged that, as a result of this agreement^ the station proposed by 
Shreveport Television might become a vehicle, conscious or uncon¬ 
scious, for the editorial views of the newspaper. To give weight to this 
argument is to assume two facts, neither of which has been demonstrated 
herein; (1) That the news stories received by the television station from 
the newtepaper would not constitute objective reporting; and (2) That any 
story subjectively reported would be carried by the station, contrary to 
Shreveport Television's representations that it would avoid editorializa- 
tion on its station. We find no occasion for engaging in such surmises. 

127. Each applicant herein has submitted a diversified and well- 
balanced program proposal. Although deficiencies have been alleged to 
exist with respect to each proposal, we have found none so substantial as 

to affect the overall quality of these proposals. Each schedule contains local 
programs of promise, and there are no facts of record justifying a con¬ 
clusion of overall superiority in the matter of program quality. In 
summary of all of the foregoing, we conclude that each of the above 
program proposals is adequate to meet the needs of the communities 
proposed to be served, and that such differences as do exist among the 
proposals are too insubstantial to support a conclusion of comparative 
superiority. 

128. Each applicant has aimed exceptions at the failure of the 
Examiner to award a preference in the matter of local contacts and develop¬ 
ment of local programming. In planning for and developing their res¬ 
pective local program proposals, each applicant sought out individuals 
representing local orgaiizations and groups. In the case of applicant 
Southland, this was accomplished on a personal basis. In the case of 
applicant KRMD, some personal contacts were made, but, for the 

most part, this applicant relied upon established contacts which it has 
had for many years with local groups and organizations in Shreveport 
as a result of this applicant's operation of stations KRMD and KRMD- 
FM. In the case of Shreveport Television, about 150 contacts were made, 
of which about 40% were by letter, about 50% were by telephone, and 
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about 10% were in person. Each applicant herein has laid a reasonable 
foundation for developing its local programming and formats, and this 
record will not support a conclusion that jany one applicant has better 
4315 assessed the needs of the community to be served than have the 

others. Even were this observation not true, we have determined in 
the preceding paragraph that there is no basis for a preference in the 
matter of adequacy of prograp proposals to meet the needs of the 
community to be served. In view of the foregoing we conclude that there 
is no significant difference among the applicants with respect to the 
question here presented. Ci. Sacramento Broadcasters, Inc. , supra , 
642g-h. In the matter of expected cooperation by community organi¬ 
zations, the record in this proceeding does not disclose that any of 
the program proposals herein advanced would fail of effectuation due to 
an inability or refusal to cooperate on the part of any governmental, 
educational, religious or other organization or body, or any member 
or official thereof. 

Staffing Plans 

129. We have found that none of the program proposals herein 
advanced will fail of substantial achievement by reason of deficiencies 
relating to staff proposals. We are thus in accord with the Examiner 
who concluded that ’^each applicant would undoubtedly be able to ef¬ 
fectuate its program proposals with its proposed staff, ” The exceptions 
filed herein raise the question of whether a preference should be 
awarded on the basis of the degree of identification of principal em¬ 
ployees by the respective applicants. In this regard, we do not require 
applicants, to avoid being at a comparative disadvantage, to engage staff 
personnel long ahead of operations and on the conjectural basis that they 
will win the permit in contest. Sacramento Broadcasters, Inc. , supra , 
642n; JW. WKRG-TV , Inc. , supra, 268b. Moreover, we have in the 
past recognized that applicants are able to employ competent personnel. 
WJR , The Goodwill Station , Inc, , supra , 260e-f; Petersburg Television 
Corp., supra, 584n. The Examiner would penalize KRMD for its 
proposal to station its chief engineer at the transmitter building, which 
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is located 15 to 17 miles from the studio building. We observe, however, 
that there will be available at the studio a technical supervisor and the 
operations manager; accordingly, KRMD's studio engineers should not 
lack competent supervision. We conclude that each applicant has sub¬ 
mitted an adequate staffing proposal, and that no preference can be 
awarded in this area of comparison. 

Studios, Equipment and Other Facilities 

130. Despite a conclusion that ’’each applicant would undoubtedly be 
able to effectuate its program plans, using its respective studio facilities 
and equipment”, the Examiner awarded a preference to Shreveport Tele¬ 
vision based upon that applicant’s ”better planned facilities”. In com¬ 
parison with KHMD, the foregoing preference of the Examiner appears to 
be grounded, in part, upon the fact that, with the exception of that appli¬ 
cant’s two studios, ’’the rest of the studio building.. .presente a crowded 
picture insofar as working space is concerned”. In addition, she appears 
to have penalized KRMD because preparation for remote programs by 
that applicant will, at times, require adjustments in its studio schedule 
(see paragraph 91). KRMD could use additional office and working space 
to good advantage; decisional import, however, will not attach to a 
crowded floor plan where there has been no demonstration that ability 

to effectuate programming proposals is adversely affected thereby. Of 
like import we consider the absence of a third studio .camera which, if 
available, would allow KRMD greater flexibility in accommodating remote 
programs. We are aware of that applicant’s burden in this proceeding of 
establishing its financial qualifications; but to subject it to penalty for 
the lack of an additional camera where its studio schedule will be sub¬ 
stantially imaffected, would attach unwarranted significance to such 
factor. 

131. The Examiner was critical of Southland because it had not, 
at the time of the hearing, completed arrangements with respect to the 
outer shell of its studio building, and because certain details relating 
to the placement of an air-conditioning imit and to the acoustical treat¬ 
ment of some studio doors had not yet been worked out. With respect 
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to the first point,, we do not share the Examiner’s concern: Southland 
testified that, if it were not successful in obtaining the airplane hanger, 
it would construct a building of the same dimensions; it has already 
secured an option on a building lot, and its financial ability to construct 
the building cannot here be questioned. The matter of the air-conditioning 
unit and studio doors is of little consequence: Slight oversights or errors 
cannot realistically be translated into a conclusion that one .applicant is 
more likely to fulfill his promises than another. Sacramento Broad¬ 
casters, Inc ., supra, 642n. In view of tlie foregoing, we see no basis 
for challenging the definiteness of Southland’s studio proposal. The 
Examiner was also concerned with regard to inconvenience to performers 
and to visitors because of the location of the dressing rooms and some of 
Southland’s offices. Because these matters relate in no manner to that 
applicant’s ability to effectuate its* programming proposals, they are 
of no decisional import here. 

132. We conclude that no preference can be awarded on the basis 
of significant difference in the matter of proposals for studios, equipment 
and other facilities. Though it be true that Shreveport Television will 
have, the greatest ’’flexibility in the handling of programs and rehearsals”, 
and that its executives will have the most ’’peace and quiet”, the dif¬ 
ferences among the applicants are not significant. Nor can we prefer 
Shreveport Television for alone proposing a tape recorder — an item 

of nominal expense and of limited use in a television operation. 

4317 Ibx)bable Effectuation of Program Proposals 

133. Having concluded no preferences in the matters of program 
proposals, cooperation by community organizations, and proposals re¬ 
lating to staffs, studios, equipment and other facilities, we come to the 
question of which proposal offers the greatest assurance that program 
commitments herein will be effectuated and that community needs will 
be met. In the matter of likelihood of future performance of its 
proposals by a television applicant, the Commission looks to the testi¬ 
mony and other matters of record relating to: The past record of an 
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existing broadcast licensee 3^ the local residence of the principals; 
their assumption of responsibility for the policies and operations of 
the proposed station; the degree of integration of the principals in the 
direct operation of the licensee; the extent to which the principals have 
participated in civic and community affairs; the experience and acumen 
brought to the licensee by the principals; and other cogent considerations 
as they may be drawn from the record. All of these considerations, insofar 
as evidence thereon is in the record, are evaluated. The Commission’s 
judgment upon the factor of likelihood of performance results from 
such evaluation. 

134. A total of approximately 25% of Southland’s stock will be 
owned by three residents of Texas who have no intentions of moving 
within that applicant’s service areas. Two of these stockholders, Pat 
Coon and Billy B. Goldberg, will not participate in the day-to-day 
operations of the proposed station; the third, Lester Kamin, will serve 
as a paid consultant to Southland, devoting approximately one day per 
week to that function. Approximately 66.7% of Southland’s stock will 
be owned by the members of the so-called Shreveport group, all of 
whom are longtime Shreveport residents, all of whom are actively 
engaged in business enterprises in and around Shreveport, and all of 
whom are reasonably active in local civic and other organizations. Of 
the Shreveport group, however, only three stockholders, the brothers 
Hargrove, will do more than ”be available for director’s meetings and 
whenever there are management problems to decide. ” None of the 
others proposes to be active in the day-to-day operations of the station. 

135. Joseph L. Hargrove (3.6%), although assigned no specific 
role in day-to-day operations, will be available three days per week 
for consultation on programming. James W. Hargrove (3. 6%) will 


34/ A past record, obviously, is not the only relevant consideration. 

If it were, newcomers to broadcasting would be at an insurmountable 
disadvantage in competition with an applicant able to demonstrate 
a satisfactory past record as a Commission licensee. No other 
consideration, however, is more probative. 
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devote seven to ten hours per week to the station’s business, and will 
moderate one of Southland’s discussion programs. R. Clyde Hargrove 
(3.6%) will have general supervision of the station and will devote a 
4318 minimum of one day per week and a maximum of 40% of his 

time to that function. He will concern himself with ’’seeing what is 
being done, [ seeing] how the programs are conforming to the policy 
of the Board of Directors and [ checking the] public acceptance of 
[the] station’s programs. ” His law firm will bill Southland for the 
time that R. Clyde Hargrove devotes to the station. Assuming that 
Joseph L. Hargrove devotes an average of three days per week, 

James W. Hargrove an average of one day per week, and R. Clyde 
Hargrove an average of two days per week, the effect of their combined 
participation would appear to be approximately the same as full-time 
participation by a single 3. 6% strockholder. There are no facts of 
record supporting a conclusion that the brothers Hargrove are not 
qualified to carry out the above functions. 

136. The remaining stockholder is John H. Pace, who will own 
approximately 8.3% of Southland’s stock. Mr. Pace has resided in 
Shreveport since September of 1951 and he has become reasonably 
active in civic affairs, considering his brief residence in that city. 

Mr. Pace has had many years of radio experience and a small amount 

of television experience. Since September of 1951, Mr. Pace has served 
as general manager of KCIJ, Shreveport; in the event of a grant to 
Southland, he will become full-time general manager of the television 
station. 

137. The significance to be attached to Mr. Pace’s participation 
as general manager (and to Mr. Kamin’s participation as consultant) 
must be determined by the record of KCIJ, Shreveport. That record 
is something less than encouraging to us in our search for assurance 
of effectuation of program proposals. Witliout here repeating all of 
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35/ 

the details of KCIPs record of promise and performance —\ we note 
that recorded programs increased from a promised 48.2% to 83.02% of 
total weekly broadcast time, while live programs were decreasing from 
a promised 34.3% to 10.81%. The decrease with respect to news pro¬ 
grams was from 22.4% to 3.65%, and there is no evidence in this 
record that any local news was carried during the composite week. 
Promises with respect to agriculture and education programs were 
abandoned completely. 

138. In view of the degree of deviation from KCIJ’s premises 
as contained in its original application, we are not sympathetic to the 
plea relating to that station's financial condition at the time Pace was 
first engaged. We can understand a licensee's reluctance to operate 
its station at a loss; nevertheless, tho disparities herein found be¬ 
tween KCIJ's promises and its performance prevent us from deriving 
the assurances from the proposed participation by Pace and Kamin that 

4319 might otherwise emerge. We do not agree with Mr. Kamin’s 

apparent view that the competency of a broadcast operation is measured 
by the number of its listeners. Neither do we agree that the needs of 
the Ark-La-Tex rural areas are met with five hours daily of hillbilly- 
western music to the total exclusion of agricultural programs. We 
observe that KCIJ has lately initiated a number of what it terms 
"public service programs", broadcast in cooperation with civic and 
charitable organizations, etc. Although KCIJ is to be commended for 
presenting these desirable programs, they do not balance, for present 
purposes, the differences between promise and performance hereinabove 
discussed. 

139. In view of all of the foregoing, the showing made by South¬ 
land on this question of probable effectuation is not particularly per¬ 
suasive. Although a majority of Southland's stock will be owned by 
local residents with excellent backgrounds, the stockholders involved 

3?7 The promise is KCIJ's representation in its original application; 

the performance is its 1952 composite week (see paragraph 96). 


have not, for the most part, been integrated into the day-to-day 
operations of the proposed station. Such assurance as does exist 
derives, primarily, from the proposed participation by the brothers 
Hargrove, but, as has been shown, each of them owns but 3.6% of 
Southland's stock and none proposes full-time participation in day- . 
to-day operation. The effect of the participation of Messrs. Kamin 
and Pace is of lessened significance in view of the unencour^ing record 
of KCIJ. 

140. All of the principals involved in the KRMD application are 
longtime residents of Shreveport. Mrs. Lanford (2%) will not partici¬ 
pate in the day-to-day operations of the proposed television station, 
nor will Dr. Birdwell and Clarence V. Wheeler, two of the trustees 
of the Viola Lipe Dean Trust (25%). Robert M. Dean (25%) and T. B. 
Lanford (48%) have long been active in various civic, religioxis, 
professional and social organizations in Shreveport and each has busi¬ 
ness interests there. Mr. Dean will be the engineering supervisor for 
the television operation. While the D & L Company is being liquidated, 
Mr. Dean will be able to devote only one or two hours per day to station 
affairs; thereafter, he proposes to spend six to eight hours per day at 
the station. Mr. Lanford is proposed as managing partner of the 
television operation, and he expects to devote 40 hours per week to that 
function. He will have final responsibility for all phases of television 
operation relating to programming. 

141. KRMD owns a standard broadcast station in Shreveport. The 
past record of that station is a satisfactory one. Particularly, as shown 
by paragraph 105 hereof, there was no substantial deviation in its 1952 
composite week of operation from promises as contained in its renewal 
application of 1949, As previously found, Lanford devotes between 40 
and 50 hours per week to the active supervision and operation of KRMD 
(AM) and Dean discusses with him the overall program and general 
policy of the station. 

4320 142. As stated in paragraph 133 hereof, in evaluating the evidence 

with respect to probable effectuation of a television proposal, attention 
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is given to all considerations relevant thereto, and the aggregate of such 
considerations is weighed in order to form the best possible judgment with 
respect to the future operation of the licensee. In this connection we note 
the proposed active participation of Dean and Lanford as above set forth. 
Pertinent thereto, and to the judgment we must make, are facts to which 
our attention is directed by exceptions filed by Southland and Shreveport 
Television. The exceptions relate to the role Dean is expected to play 
in KRMD’s proposed television operation, and to the lack of familiarity 
displayed at the hearing by Lanford and Dean regarding important aspects 
of that applicant's overall television proposal. 

143. With respect to Mr. Dean the record shows that he expects, 

oc / 

once he has completed the liquidation of the D & L Company —to 
spend six to eight hours, per day at the television station. It is not 
clear, however, that the duties (described below) which he is scheduled 
to perform will result in a substantial contribution to the effectuation of 
KRMD’s proposal; nor is the necessity or desirability for the allotment 
by Dean of such an abundance of time to those duties apparent. His 
principal function will apparently be to participate in the decisions as 
to the t 3 ^e of materials which will go into the maintenance and upkeep 
of equipment. Another function will be to share with Mr. Lanford the 
responsibility of hiring engineering personnel previously interviewed 
by the chief engineer. His only other duty will be to consult with the 
engineering staff as to the operation of the transmitter and amplifier. 

In this latter connection, we note that KRMD proposes a chief engineer, 
a technical supervisor and other competent engineering personnel, and 
that Mr. Dean does not claim to know television. For one who asserted 
an intention of devoting nearly full time to the television operation, 

Mr. Dean knew scarcely a detail of KRMD’s plans and policies. We note 
further that during a critical period in the applicant's preparation for 
actual operation—the construction of the buildings and the installation of 
equipment—Dean will assume no functions whatever. 

36/ KRMD expects the liquidation to be completed within one year from 
the date of a grant (see paragraph 11). 
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144. As shown in paragraph 32, cross-examination clearly 
established that Mr. Lanford has not familiarized himself with KHMD^s 
proposals herein. For example, despite his claims with respect to his 
supervision of and participation in the preparation of the applicant’s 
proposals and with respect to the time he had spent thereon,. Mr. 

Lanford failed to mention the plan for a second studio, was uncertain 
respecting the location of the coritrol room, and ultimately acknowledged 
that ’’the building [had been] turned over to [KRMD’s] consulting engi¬ 
neer [ who] looked it over and advised [ Lanford] that it was satis¬ 
factory. ” 

145. The demonstrated lack of even reasonable familiarity— 
in contradistinction to the familiari^ asserted—with the significant 
aspects of the applicant’s proposals, by Lanford as managing partner, and 
by Dean as engineering supervisor (together with the doubts we have of 
Dean’s effective integration within our concept of the term) overcomes, 

to a considerable extent, the presumptive factors favorable to the ef¬ 
fectuation of the applicant’s proposals. We do not say that applicants 
may not engage experts for the purpose of preparing plans for studios, 
staffing, programming, etc. We do hold, however, that when credit is 
claimed on the basis of integration and experience of named principals, 
their familiarity with the applicant’s proposals and the likelihood of ef¬ 
fective contribution to station operation on the part of those principals 
are appropriate measures of the credit that can be extended; and that 
experience, for present purposes, is to be judged in part by its active 
translation into proposals. Dean’s and Lanford’s showings are not im¬ 
pressive. 

146. On the basis of the record in this proceeding, the assurance 
which we seek with respect to effedtuat .. n—to which the satisfactory past 
operation of KRMD (AM) and the showings made by Lanford and Dean 
with respect to local residence, civic activity, integration and radio 
experience are pertinent—is not to be found in convincing measure, 

due to the negative considerations to which reference has been made. 



147. With the exercise of his option, William Henderson will be 
a 7% partner in Shreveport Television. He is. a lifetime resident of 
Shreveport and he is reasonably active in a number of local organiza¬ 
tions. Henderson will devote one or two hours per day to the business 
of the station, carrying out duties assigned by the general manager, 
familiarizing himself with station operation, and assisting in the 
development of local program sources. Ben Beckham, Jr. will be a 
25% partner. His legal residence, though 45 miles from Shreveport, 
is within Shreveport Television's proposed Grade A contour. At the 
present time, he spends about half his time in Shreveport where he has 
business interests. In the past, he has not been active in Shreveport’s 
civic and commxmity organizations. In the event of a grant, he will 
move to Shreveport; he will be at the station 20 hours per week to advise 
on matters relating to education and finance and in helping in any way 
possible. Henry E. linam will also be a 25% partner. He has long 
been identified with Shreveport, and he has a long record of civic 
activity and public service. During the past ten years he has main¬ 
tained a farm near Shreveport, where he has studied and practiced 
progressive agricultural techniques. He is an advisor to the Governor 
of Louisiana on matters pertaining to petroleum conservation, agri¬ 
culture and Latin-American affairs. Mr. linam will be in daily con¬ 
tact with the station management and he will devote half of his time 
to station business. He will serve as agriculture adviser to the pro¬ 
gram department; his background qualifies him for that position. None 
of the principals of Shreveport Television have had radio or television 
experience. 

4322 148. The general manager of the proposed station will be Don 

George, a 43% partner. Mr. George is a longtime resident of Shreve¬ 
port, where he operates a number of motion picture theatres. He is 
active in a number of civic, charitable and cultural organizations in 
Shreveport, and his theatres have also engaged in many civic and 
charitable activities. Mr. George directed the preparation of all of. 
Shreveport Television’s plans and proposals and showed himself to be 
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reasonably familiar with them. Mr. George will have full.charge of the 
day-to-day operation of the television station, and the management of 
the station will be his full-time job. Mr. George has had no radio or 
television experience; in the past, however, he has produced local 
newsreels and film features for the Shreveport area. There are.no 
facts of record supporting a conclusion that Mr. George is not qualified 
to carry out the functions assigned to him. 

149. Based upon all of the foregoing, we conclude that substantial 
assurance exists that Shreveport Television’s program commitments will 
be effectuated and community needs met. In arriving at the foregoing deter¬ 
mination, we attach greatest weight to the fact that a 43% partner with 

a good record of local residence and civic activity will have full charge of 
the day-to-day operations of the station. Although, Mr. George has had 
no radio or television experience, we have been directed to no evidence 
detracting from the presumptions which arise from his identification 
with thelocality and from his proposed integration. Lesser weight is ac¬ 
corded the proposed participation of the other three partners, although, 
on the whole, the plans for these partners are encouraging. Of the 
three aiplicants, Shreveport Television is the only one proposing a 
fair degree of activity by each of its principals. Because of the parti¬ 
cipation by the other partners Mr. George will not lack competent daily 
assistance on an ownership level. Mr. linam, with his agricultural 
background should prove, particularly in this important respect, of 
value to Mr. George and to Shreveport Television. 

150. We conclude that more assurance exists that the Shreveport 
Television program proposals will be effectuated and that the community 
needs will be met by that applicant than exists with respect to either 

of the other two applicants. Southland, with its limited amount of 
integration and the unencouraging record of KCIJ, is substantially 
inferior. As between KRMD and Shreveport Television, the margin 
of difference is small, due, principally, to the satisfactory record of 
KRMD (AM). As previously indicated, however, the unconvincing 
showings of Lanford and Dean militate against the KRMD applicant. 
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Diversification 

151. Finally, we direct our attention to the question of whether 
a preference should be awarded in the area of diversification and 
concentration in the ownership and control of media of mass com¬ 
munication. This determination involves a consideration of the degree 
to which the respective applicants are associated with existing media 
(broadcast or otherwise) for mass commxmication. WKRG-TV, Inc. , 
supra , 268h. 

152. We first consider the interests of the applicants and of 
their principals in relation to the Shreveport area. A total of 25% 

of Southland’s stock is owned by three stockholders (Coon, Kamin and 
Goldberg) who together own 100% of the stock of KCIJ (AM) in Shreve¬ 
port. Although only one of these stockholders (Kamin) proposes to engage 
to any degree in Southland’s day-to-day operations, each owns a larger 
percentage of stock than any member of the Shreveport group. Further¬ 
more, the proposed general manager of the television station (who will 
also be vice president and a director) is the fourth member of the 
so-called Texas group. KRMD is the licensee of KRMD (AM) and 
KRMD-FM in Shreveport. Don George, a 43% partner and the pro¬ 
posed general manager of Shreveport Television, owns a total of four 
theatres in and around ,Shreveport. No other principals of Southland 
or of Shreveport Television have communications interests. The 
findings show that Shreveport has a total of seven standard broadcast 
stations and three FM broadcast stations. There are a total of 19 

theatres in the Shreveport area. There are two daily newspapers and 

37 / 

there will be one other television station.— We conclude that the 
100% ownership by one applicant (KRMD) of one of seven AM stations 
and one of three FM stations in the community proposed to be seryed 
is not balanced, from a local concentration standpoint, by the owner¬ 
ship by three 8.3% stockholders of another applicant (Southland) of 


37/ See footnote 3, page 3. 
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another of the AM stations, or by the ownership by a 43% managing 
partner of the third applicant (Shreveport Television) of .4 of 19 theatres 
in the community; a preference therefore is awarded Southland and 
Shreveport Television over KRMD. 

As between Southland and Shreveport Television, 
we award no preference. In connection with the diversification question, 
we attach no significance to the working agreement which Shreveport 
Television will have with The Shreveport Journal , in view of our 
conclusions in paragraph 126 hereof. Nor do we consider the fact that 
the George theatres can play to a total of 90, 642 different patrons per 
week of any greater decisional import than the fact that KCIJ has a 
possible daily audience of more than twice that number. 

153. With respect to holdings affecting the applicants outside the 
Shreveport area we find that the same parties involved in the ownership 
of KCIJ own a total of 69% of the licensee of WMRY (AM), New Orleans 
and 100% of the permittee of television station WCKG, New Orleans. 

In KPLC and KPLC-TV, Lake Charles, Louisiana, Mr. Lanford owns 
a one-third partnership interest and Mr. Dean and the Viola Lipe Dean 
Trust own one-sixth partnership interests. Mr. Lanford owns a 47.2% 
stock interest in, and is an officer and director of, KALB, KALB-FM 
and KALB-TV, Alexandria, Louisiana. He presently owns a 22.8% 
stock interest in, and is a director of, WSI_I and WSLI-TV — 

Jackson, Mississippi. Finally, Mr. Lanford, through an 88% stock 
interest, controls KRRV, Sherman, Texas. Don George owns one 
theatre in Alexandria, Louisiana. No other communications 
interests are involved. The preferences due Southland and Shreveport 
Television as against KRMD are apparent and need no explanation. As 
between Southland and Shreveport Television, we conclude that Shreveport 
Television is to be pref erred; the ownership by three 8.3% stockholders 
in Southland of a 100% interest in a television station and a controlling 


38/ But see footnote 17, page 14. 
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interest in an AM station is not balanced by the ownership by a 43% 
managing partner in Shreveport Television of one motion picture theatre. 

154. Based upon all of the foregoing, we conclude that overall 
preferences are due Southland and Shreveport Television over KPMD 
on the question of diversification. As between Southland and Shreve¬ 
port Television, we weighvthe determination that no preference should 
be awarded on a local, basis and that the latter must be preferred on a 
non-local basis, and conclude that Shreveport Television is entitled to 
an overall preference. 

155. Attached to KRMD^s ’’Reply ... To Exceptions Filed Herein” 

(and thus filed subsequent to the Examiner’s Initial Decision) is an offer, 

signed by all partners, . .to accept a grant of their application upon 

condition that they dispose of their entire interests in all other broadcast 

(and television) stations. ” No consideration can properly be given this 

offer. Competing applications must be decided upon the basis of evidence 

adduced in the comparative hearing held with respect to such applications. 

Admission Policies of the 
Don George Theatres 

156. It is contended that we should penalize Shreveport Television 
on the basis of the facts set forth in paragraph 108. No such penalty is 
proper. All of the Don George theatres have but one floor, and none 
admits Negroes. There is no evidence in this proceeding that any 
Louisiana theatres admit Negroes to the first floor, nor any other 
evidence that such admission would be legal under the laws of that state. 
Admission of Negroes to theatre balconies appears to be legal in 
Louisiana. We are asked to penalize Mr. George because of his failure 
to include a balcony when he erected the Don Theatre in 1947. His 
testimony that such a balcony would not have been patronized was not 
disproved. In the facts here adduced and for the purposes here involved 
we find no basis for adverse reflection upon the qualifications of Don 
George or of Shreveport Television. 

Summation 


157. We have heretofore concluded that the record in this 
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proceeding offers more assurance that the program proposals of Shreve¬ 
port Television would be effectuated than it does in the case of either 
Southland or KRMD. We have concluded, also, that, with respect to 
diversification and concentration of control of media of mass com- 

mimication, Shreveport Television is to be preferred over each 
of the other two applicants. In no other area have we been able to discern 
significant difference among the applicants. In view thereof, and upon 
consideration of the entire record in this proceeding, it is determined 
that the public interest, convenience and necessity would bette r be 
served by a grant of the application of Shreveport Television Company 
than by a grant of the application of either Southland Television Company 

I 

or Radio Station KRMD. 

Southland's Petition for Leave to Amend 

158. There remain the questions arising from the facts set forth 
in paragraphs 110-115 and relating to the acceptance by the Examiner 
of Southland's amendment showing the extension of the termination date 
in Southland's stock purchase and loan agreement. In view of our deter¬ 
mination herein with respect to the compsirative aspects of Southland's 
application, we find it unnecessary to pass upon these questions. 

Order 


159. IT IS ORDERED, This 19th day of May, 1955, that the 
application of Don George, Henry E. Linam, Ben Beckham, Jr., and 
Carter Henderson, a partnership, doing business as Shreveport Tele¬ 
vision Company, for a construction permit for a new commercial 
television broadcast station in Shreveport, Louisiana, to operate on 
Channel 12, IS HEREBY GRANTED, subject to the condition that its 
antenna structure be painted and lighted in accordance with Part 17 of 
the Commission's Rules; and that the applications of Southland Tele¬ 
vision Company and of T. B. Lanford, R. M. Dean, Mrs. Mary Jewel 
Kimball Lanford and Viola Lipe Dean Trust, a partnership, doing 
business as Radio Station KRMD, for use of the same facilities ARE 


HEREBY DENIED. 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
C OMMISSION 


/s/ Mary Jane Morris 
Mary Jane Morris 
Secretary 



Released: May 20, 1955 


[ Received June 20, 1955] 

4326 PETITION FOR REHEARING AND RECONSIDERATION 

Southland Television Company, Shreveport, Louisiana, by its 

attorney herewith petitions for rehearing and reconsideration of the 
decision and order in the above proceedings released on May 20, 1955 
as follows: 

1. In the above described application Southland seeks a construc¬ 
tion permit for a new commercial television station to operate on 
Channel 12 in Shreveport, Louisiana. The other applicants sought a 
construction permit for the same channel. The decision and order herein 
granted the application of Shreveport Television Company and denied 

the application of Southland and of Radio Station KRMD, a partnership. 

2. The decision prefers Shreveport Television on the grounds 
the record in this proceeding offers more assurance that its program 
proposals would be effectuated than in the case of either of the other 
applicants. Also that Shreveport Television is to be preferred with 
respect to diversification and concentration of control of media of mass 

4327 communication. The decision concludes that there is no dis¬ 
tinction between applicants in the matter of progran proposals, co¬ 
operation by community organizations and proposals relating to staffs, 
studios, equipment and other facilities. In effect the decision centers 
around which applicant is the more likely to better serve the public 
interest, convenience and necessity by virtue of its background and 
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experience, composition of ownership and freedom from affiliation 
with competing media of mass communication. On this ground the 
decision prefers Shreveport Television Company and we submit it to 
be erroneous in fact and in law for the reasons set forth below, and 
reconsideration and a rehearing thereof is requested. 

3. The decision is based in part upon a finding of fact No. 25 
which states in part that ’^none of these non-resident stockholders 
participates in the community and civic activities of Shreveport”. This 
finding is contrary to the evidence in the record which discloses that 
these individuals have maintained a business domicile in Shreveport 

in excess of five years through Radio Station KCIJ and have thereby 
taken an active part in the community and civic activities of Shreveport. 
One of these examples is the annual all day broadcast for the March 
of Dimes which has resulted in thousands of dollars being raised for this 
worthy local campaign at the direct expense of the station owners. 

It is a matter of public knowledge that many of the great and large 
contributions being made to the charitable efforts conducted in our 
nation are being made through corporations which are tantamount in 
effect to contributions of the corporations^ owners, the stockholders. 
Having been thus involved in the communal life of Shreveport for such 
a period to ascribe to these individuals a complete unfamiliarity and 
non-participation in the community is, we submit, unwarranted under 
the facts. This relates solely to the individuals classed as the "non¬ 
resident stockholders” of Southland and is not submitted herein for the 
purpose of claiming any advantage to the corporation. Southland Tele¬ 
vision Company. 

4. We submit as a matter of fact and as a matter of law that 
Southland cannot be awarded preference because of any of the operations 
of KCIJ and WMRY nor can it be charged with any of the alleged short¬ 
comings of either of those stations for the following reasons: 

(a) Southland Television Company is a separate legal entity 
bearing only a twenty-five per cent commiinity of interest in 
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stockownership with Southland Broadcasting Company, and this Corn- 
mission has on many occasions held that the transfer of a twenty-five 
per cent interest in a station in and of itself does not amount to a 
transfer of control either in law or in fact in the absence of other 
factors. 

(b) This record reflects an entirely different Board of Directors 
and Officers would exist between the two corporations. 

(c) There is no evidence in this record to indicate that any com¬ 
munity of control or operation would exist either in law or in fact and 
the record clearly reflects that the operation of Southland Television 
Company would be completely independent of Southland Broadcasting 
Company in law and in fact. 

We submit thatithe evaluation of an applicant and its likelihood 
of future performance on the basis of the performance of another 
operation owned by minority stockholders who would neither be of¬ 
ficers nor directors of the applicant is erroneous and establishes a 
precedent which cannot logically be followed. In the absence of 
evidence in the record to show that despite the legal entities the 
minority stockholders will exercise such control in fact no prognosis as 
to the future operation of the applicant can be made from the past 
performance of those individuals who will in fact neither control nor 
direct the applicant’s operations. This record is completely devoid 
of any of such evidence; either directly or by inference, and in the 
absence of such, the findings of this Commission which seek to penalize 
Southland Television Company for the past operation of KCIJ and WMRY 
is erroneous in fact and as a matter of law. 

5. If we are in'error in the matter contained in the preceding 
paragraph and a correct test of what can be expected from Southland 
Television Company is the past performance of Radio Stations KCIJ 
and WMRY, we submit that conclusions drawn by the commission 
’’That record is something less than encouraging to us in our search 
for assurance of effectuation of program proposals” is in error. 
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The basis of this conclusion is an analysis made of the program 
proposals contained in the 1947 applications for construction permits 
as compared with the composite week for KCIJ in 1952 and WMRY in 
1951. There is a difference. Does this difference amount to a breach 
of promises made or does it reflect an attempt on the part of the sta¬ 
tions to better serve the two commimities involved ? The thought of 
any failure of promises should be expelled by the Commission’s finding 
No. 97 which correctly discloses the original programs proposals were 
set up tentatively, and it was proposed that they be flexible in each city to 
serve the public interest. This record reflects that both stations when 
they went on the air programed substantially in accordance with the 
tentative program proposals and did so for a considerable period of 
time, about sixteen months at KCIJ and eight months at WMRY. Let’s 
consider each station separately: 

WMRY - New Orleans . The station went on the air with the pro¬ 
posed programming. It gained little or no response and listeners. It 
was the ninth station on the air. Fortunately, Lester Kamin, was 
President of Southland Broadcasting Co. and his more than ten years of 
radio experience as a civilian in Texas and in the military service in 
Louisiana was utilized. WMRY was not content to be just another station 
on the air. It was not succeeding in any of its three major objectives: 

(1) To gain public acceptance and a large listening audience; (2) To 
render an outstanding public service and be in the forefront of com¬ 
munal efforts of New Orleans; (3) To return a profit to its owners. 

The owners of the station were not content to be a failure at those ob¬ 
jectives. The programs of all stations in New Orleans were analyzed 
thoroughly to find where WMRY could fill aiueed - a vacuum - in the radio 
of the area. The answer at once became obvious. The 175,000 negroes 
of New Orleans were being served in a most limited manner. What do 
we mean by that. In the first place, the entertainment programs were 
with rare exception not of the type the negro audience wanted to hear 
and enjoyed. Then, of course, the religious institutions of New Orleans 
had access to radio as a media, but not the colored churches. The 
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educational institutions also had access but not the colored schools and 

colleges . Athletic events were broadcast and the football games 
of Tulane and Louisiana State — but not the games played by the two 
fine colored colleges of the area . Its owners were advised no request 
for authority to change programming was required. And what is the 
result of that change ? The colored population of the New Orleans area 
is now being served. It gets the kind of entertainment it likes and wants 
to hear. Negro churches now are on the air in New Orleans through the 
courtesy of WMRY. Negro athletic events and negro school educators 
and choral groups, for the first time, have radio time available to 
them and they are using it. WMRY was considered for the Du Pont 
award given for service to the colored community of America. We 
submit its owners can take just pride in the outstanding public service 
record of that station and what it has done and is doing for the negro 
community of New Orleans. 

The identical same 1951 composite week program was before the 
Commission when it renewed the license of WMRY in 1952. 

KCIJ - Shreveport . KCIJ was the fifth radio station for Shreve¬ 
port. The other stations were affiliated with the four major networks 
and all had day and night operation. KCIJ had no network and is a 
daytime only station. After a year’s operation it became apparent 
that the type of programming being used as proposed in its original 
application for permit was unsatisfactory. It was attempting to pre¬ 
sent music and news in competition to that furnished by the outstanding 
talent of the four networks. Again, here a thorough analysis was begun 
to search out and find the radio need of the area. John Pace was hired 
and brought to the station about sixteen months after it went on the air. 
His outstanding ability and experience permitted the station to complete 
an analysis of the area and to determine that again the negro audience 
was being neglected in so far as that which they wished to hear. Also 
it was determined that there was a demand for western music and for 
popular music. So programming changes were made in response to v^at 
was found to be wanted and needed in the area. Again, we emphatically 
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submit such change in all fairness should not be condemned but KCIJ 
should be commended for having had the desire, foresight and ability 
4331 to analyse need, and to attempt to fill it. Also, the composite 

week considered in this decision by the Commission was before it at the 
time the license for KCIJ was renewed. 

Yes, the programming of both WMRY and KCIJ was changed and 
varied considerably from that with which each station went on the air.. 

If this bears import as evidence of the character and background of the 
owners of those two stations, we emi^atically submit that their initiative, 
ability to analyse and determination and experience which permits them 
to operate a top-notch station in each market — as daytime and inde¬ 
pendent operators — and to fill a defenite 2 ind positive need is a matter 
to their great credit. 

Also in Findings of Fact 102, the Commission refers to changes 
in public service program. Wouldn^t it be by far the easiest thing 
for KCIJ to play the transcription as received? What if those listening 
at the time because of the type of entertainment a particular time 
provided — what if they turned off their sets and didn’t listen to the 
public service recording? The Army, Navy, National Council of Safety, 
Cancer, Red Cross, etc. - they wouldn’t have any cause for complaint. 
Certainly, KCIJ would suffer no loss of revenue. And why insert these 
public service programs during the stations popular periods ? Why 
not play it as is at some odd time when the listening audience is not 
as great? Why not just a few spot announcements for the March of 
Dimes as other stations do? Why devote a full day’s broadcast to it 
and suffer the loss of hundreds of dollars of revenue? The answers, we 
submit, are obvious and reflect to the great credit of KCIJ. It is not 
interested in presenting the public service programs just for the record 
only. It wants to do a job with these programs just as it wants its com¬ 
mercial programs to do a job for its advertisers. KCIJ wants to be 
and is known as a public service instrumentality in Shreveport. It wants 
those who are interested in these ’’drives” to know that KCIJ is avail¬ 
able to them and joins them in their interest in the success of the 



campaign as well. Perhaps KCIJ has a selfish motive, but if so, a 
worthy one. It wants public acceptance and response. It believes it 
can gain this by rendering a public service not in a routine manner 
4332 but in a spirit of full cooperation and response. 

6. The Commission in its Findings 108 attempts to interpret 
the law of the State of Louisiana relative to integration of negroes 
and whites in motion picture theatres. This finding later forms the 
basis of a conclusion that the record that Don George established over 
many years of consistent exclusion of negroes from his theatres is no 
basis for an adverse reflection upon his qualifications. This matter is 
one of great significance when viewed in connection with the Commission’s 
findings relative to the large percentage of negro population in the area 
to be served. The finding which refers to the laws of the State of 
Louisiana forbidding integration are coupled with a conclusion that ad¬ 
mission of negroes to theatre balconies appears to be legal in Louisiana. 
The inescapable inference from same is that admission of negroes to the 
first floor is illegal and therefore Don George’s practices are excusable 
because his theatres have no balconies. Such assumption is in error 
and is an incorrect analysis of the laws of that state. If there is any 
statute prohibiting a portion of the downstairs of any theatre from 
seating negroes, we are unable to find same. And upon what basis can 
we excuse the policy of Don George not to admit negroes to his drive-in 
theatre? There are two other drive-in theatres in Shreveport, both of 
which admit negroes. Does this not point out a practice and viewpoint 
rather than a legal impediment in the Don George theatre operation? 

By the same token, the proposed television station of all three applicants 
suggests programs with audience participation and audiences. There 
is no reason to believe that Don George would alter his consistent 
theatre practice. Does this not lead to the inescapable conclusion that 
at least from an audience standpoint, in excess of one-third of the 
population to be served will be excluded from the statioi if the grant 
is finally made to Shreveport Television Co., managed by Don George. 

We submit the Commission erred in concluding that Don George’s 
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consistent practice towards negroes was excusable on the grounds of 
being on the fringe of legal requirements. The laws of the State of 
Louisiana are matters of which judicial knowledge can be taken. Once 
the consistent practice of exclusion of negroes had been proven against 
Don George which was done in this proceedings was the burden not 
rightfully his to prove such legal impediments which require his 

theatres including his drive-in theatre to consistently maintain 
a policy different from other theatres in Shreveport? We submit it 
was, and if his record of the past can be any guide to the future a con- 
elusion that Don George would be the least likely of all applicants to 
properly serve the large negro community is warranted and justified. 

7. We submit that the Commission erred in not attaching suf¬ 
ficient significance to the effects of its findings No. 109 which clearly 
indicates that Shreveport Televisicn through Don George has no in¬ 
tention of equipping the station to permit it to show first run 35 mili- 
meter pictures such as are made in Hollywood and such as are shown 
at the Don George theatres. It is true that in all probability the Don 
George theatres and their seating capacity v/ould not be large* compe¬ 
tition to the television station managed by Don George. The effect such 
station will have upon his theatres cannot be overlooked. The Don 
George theatres are an investment of hundreds of thousands of dollars 
built up and accumulated during a lifetime. The effect of television 
on movie houses throughout the country is well enough known not to 
require additional proof. The testimony of the theatre owners in 
seeking Congressional reduction of the amusement tax is now a matter 
of public record. The big question is how will Don George feel about 
programming good film on television at night for free in competition 
with his theatres which are trying to sell movies - and many of them 
pretty expensive ones to Don George -at the very same time. Can we 
logically assume that the same production will not become available 
on television film as well as movie film. How will Don George react 
towards showing the movie first for free on television when he has it 
regularly scheduled the next week or month at one of his movie houses ? 
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Is that something abstract or hypothetical? We submit rather that it 
is an inevitable situation. The fact is that the right hand must conduct 
itself to cause the left hand to lose as little as possible. Would this be 
competition? Unquestionably yes, but not the kind of good wholesome 
competition that comes from separate ownership of each media - where 
radio does its best, where movie theatres present their best, and 
where television is completely free to put on the best possible 
program at all times without being concerned vith how it is hurting 
the radio audience and theatre attendance. Only through a grant in this 
case to Southland Television Company can we foresee an operation 
where the officers, directors, managers and employees will be com¬ 
pletely free in the operation of this media even to the possible fmancial 
loss and expense to the others. We submit for this reason on the 
question of diversification in Shreveport, a preference should have been 
awarded to Southland. 

8. As we view it, the Commission’s decision, after findings of 
no preference in the matter of program proposals, cooperation by 
community organizations and proposals relating to staffs, studios, 
equipment and other facilities, is based upon the consideration of 
two factors: 

(a) Probable effectuation of program proposals 

(b) Diversification 

In each case a preference to Shreveport Television Company is awarded 
which we submit to be in error and further submit should be reconsidered 
and a preference awarded in each of the two matters to Southland Tele¬ 
vision Company. 

9. Probable Effectuation of Program Proposals 

(a) The Commission has concluded that all applicants have 
submitted program proposals which would be in the public interest. 
Therefore, a vital factor should be which applicant, because of its 
composition, will be the more sensitive to community needs and 
problems and the more likely to respond thereto. Assuming an equal 
civic-mindedness of all concerned, there is one major factor which we 



submit is most material to this issue. KRMD is made up substantially 
of two partners, Shreveport is made up of three partners, one of whom 
admittedly does not participate in communal activities either per¬ 
sonally or through a business instrumentality. Southland, however, is 
composed of 18 stockholders. As individuals, one or more of them 
are identified with almost every civic association and communal imder- 
taking of Shreveport as the record in this hearing clearly reflects. 

They represent nearly all age groups from the twenties to the fifties. 
Some are Catholic, some Protestant and some are Jewish. Many of 
4335 them are veterans. The testimony of these stockholders clearly 

reflects the wide range of civic activities encompassed within this 
group. It cannot be matched by the ownership of either other group. 
How this group of stockholders can assist may be best seen by their 
participation in the program planning presented by Southland in their 
application. Personal visits by the proposed manager and program 
director, together with a stockholder known, for his own personal 
interest in the particular activity made, we submit, an outstanding 
combination. We submit that one hundred per cent of the eighteen 
stockholders of Southland are interested in ;and familiar with the civic 
affairs of Shreveport. The seventy-five per cent residents represent a 
group of long time residents who although busy men, have given of 
their time and energies to the community projects of Shreveport. 
Whether it be computed on a strictly percentage basis or upon an actual 
consideration of the organizational repre sentation of each group, we 
submit that the large group of substantial citizens composing the 
Southland group will be the better able to feel and interpret the com¬ 
munity needs and wishes of Shreveport. And we further submit that 
nothing in the past performance of KCIJ or WMRY either in fact or in 
law forms the basis of discrediting, in any manner, the assurance given 
by these stockholders under oath of the type of television station they 
propose to operate for Shreveport. We request a reconsideration by the 
Commission of its conclusions which tend to cast doubt upon Southland’s 
desire to effectuate its program proposals and that after such 
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reconsideration such references and conclusions be deleted from the 
decision of the Commission. 

(b) In effectuation of program proposals, the question of inte-. 
gration of ownership and management is material. It would appear to 
us that the r^eason for considering this factor is the desirability that 
those who are owners also be the ones who actually manage, control 
and direct the day to day operations of the station. We submit the 
solution does not come from the designation of a title such as manager, 
general manager or managing partner. The Commission's conclusions 
relative to this point seem to be based almost exclusively upon the 
mathematics of determining the length of time individuals indicate 

they will be present at the station. However, we submit 
management and direction mean something much more than spending 
hours. We further submit that it follows that the test of integration 
of ownership and management mean something more also. It con¬ 
templates as a test which applicant would actually have its station 
managed and directed by an owner and which one would rely on sub¬ 
ordinates for direction and operation. Therefore, this question of 

integration involves one other factor which we submit must be given 

i 

great consideration, namely, the ability to manage, the knowledge and 
experience to handle the job and give the direction the top managerial 
position of a station warrants. This point can best be emphasized 
by a reference to the decision itself in which qualifications of T. B. 
Lanford are dis cussed in relation to his testimony and in relation to 
his willingness to refer matters to subordinates. If time alone were 
the factor wouldn^t the many, many years of radio station operation 
by Mr. Lanford have produced a different result? The effect of the 
Commission’s conclusions is to state that despite the number of hours 
Mr. Lanford would spend at the station an effective ownership - actual 
management - situation would not be created. Further, we submit 
that the evidence in the record gives little or no indication that Don 
George should be preferred on this count. We do not believe it does 
the man an injustice when we submit that his operation of movie 
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houses cannot be considered a substitute for radio and/or television 
experience so as to qualify him as the top actual manager of a television 
station. We wonder whether he would place at the head of one of his 
large theatres a person who had never spent a day in any kind of theatre 
work, let alone theatre management. Southland, too, proposes one 
of its owners be station manager, namely John Pace. We submit that 
what Pace may lack in comparative percentage of ownership, he more 
than makes up in percentage of actual personal management over George 
and Lanford. We submit that to give meaning to this test is to examine 
which applicant would have ownership in actual - not nominal - control 
and management. The other owners of Shreveport Television each 
propose to spend many hours at the station. Does the hour-glass test . 
then determine the amount of ownership actual management integration 
that would exist. The over-all top level policy making supervision to 
4337 be given by KRMD through its owners, by Shreveport Television 

through its owners and by Southland Television through officers and 
directors, we submit would be on a par but the integration of ownership 
and actual management coupled with the experience and ability to manage 
and direct, we submit exists only in Southland and for this reason it should 
be preferred. 

We submit that as a matter of law the Commission erred in granting 
a preference on the basis of percentage of ownership wherein it is con¬ 
cluded that George will manage and he owns 43% of Shreveport whereas 
Pace will manage and he owns 8-1/3% of Southland. Such a preference 
establishes a rule which mitigates against multiple ownership of a 
television station as against ownership by a single individual or two 
or three individuals. If this is a proper test of preference, the one 
individual who applies and proposes to own the entire station himself 
and to manage it himself is given a preference over multiple ownership 
such as the Southland group despite considerations of ability to manage 
and the necessary background and experience qualifications therefor. 

Pace is one of the largest single stockholders of Southland. We believe 
it is error to set up a criterion of preference of one station ownership 
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over ownership by a combined group, which group, we submit, is at 
least as well able, if not better able, to determine communal needs 
and to operate in the best public interest of the community. We submit 
that in the matter of ownership actual-management integration. South¬ 
land is to be preferred and that the Commission erred in granting a 
preference to Shreveport Television Company in this regard based upon 
hours of presence at the station and percentage of interest owned by the 
one nominally placed in charge of the station. 

10. Diversification 

The Commission concluded in part as follows: ^’Nor do we consider 
the fact that the George theatres can play to a total of 90, 642 different 
patrons per week of any greater decisional import than the fact that 
KCIJ has a possible daily audience of more than twice that number. ” 

We submit that such conclusion is in error in law and in fact for the 
following reasons: 

(a) The possible daily audience of KCIJ bears no more relevance 

to this decision than does the audience of any other radio station 

in Shreveport. 

(b) To charge Southland Television with not being completely 
free of radio or theatre interests in Shreveport in the absence of any 
showing of legal or factual integration with KCIJ other than the fact 
that KCIJ is owned by the holders of 25% of Southland Television would 
be to deprive in law and in fact, that corporation of the competitive 
position it deserves in this hearing. 

(c) The conclusion fails to give proper consideration to the 
natural and understandable effect on the programming of the television 
station when its general manager is also concerned with the largest 
chain of movie houses in the city which he also owns. Is this not a 
real conflict of interests which could very easily enure to the loss 

of the television viewers of the Shreveport area ? 

There is nothing in this record to indicate anything other than a 
complete factual and legal disassociation between Southland and any 
radio stations or theater in Shreveport and in this respect we submit 
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it should be preferred. 

The Commission based its decision on one additional factor as 
follows: "With respect to holdings affecting the applicants outside 

the Shreveport area." A preference was granted to Shreveport 

Television based on the ownership interest in New Orleans by the 25% 
stockholders of Southland. We submit there is no evidence in this 
record that would justify Southland being in any inferior position by 
virtue of such fact. Would such fact make Southland Television any 
the less desirable an applicant for a construction permit in Shreveport 
or a less desirable television station operator in Shreveport? We 
submit that it would not and request reconsideration of this preference 
and that on this factor none should be awarded. 

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested that the decision be 
reconsidered and Southland's application be granted and that we be 
granted time for oral argument in support of this application. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SOUTHLAND TELEVISION COMPANY 

B y /s/ Billy B. Goldberg _ 

BILLY B. GOLDBERG 
Attorney 

505 Melrose Building 
Houston 2, Texas 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I, Billy B. Goldberg, certify that on this 17th day of June, 1955, 

I mailed a copy of the foregoing Petition For Rehearing and Reconsidera¬ 
tion to the following: 

Kelly E. Griffith, Esq. 

World Center Bldg. 

Washington, D.C. 

Attorney for KRMD 

Weaver and Glassie, Esqs. 

Tower Building 

Washington, D.C. 

Attorneys for Shreveport 
Television Company 
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Robert Rawson, Esq. 

Broadcast Bureau 

Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, D. C. 


/s/ Billy B. Goldberg 
BILLY B. GOLDBERG 


4549 [ Received September 13, 1953] 

STEPn 

ADVERSE FINDINGS OF BASIC FACTS AND OBJECTIONS 
TO FINDINGS OF SOUTHLAND TELEVISION COMPANY 
AND SHREVEPORT TELEVISION COMPANY 
PROPOSED BY RADIO STATION KRMD 

♦ ♦ ♦ * ♦ 

4568 B. Basic Facts Adverse to Shreveport Television Company 

Introductory : The Shreveport Partnership Agreement 

38. No comparative findings in regard to the degree of Shreve¬ 
port^ s local ownership, ownership-management integration, past 
experience, or other matters can be made without a preliminary 
determination as to the ownership itself. Therefore, specific findings 
on this point must precede the comparative findings under Issue 2. 

39. The Shreveport partnership agreement, as amended, pur¬ 
ports to vest the ownership of the applicant, in varying percentages, 
in four specified partners (Ex. 74), and each of these partners will 
have an equal, 25% voice in matters of policy affecting the station's 
operation (R 1883-4). A second look at the agreement, however, reveals 
that the ownership interest of one of the partners, Mr. Henderson, is 
contingent on future events that may never occur, and that as a matter 
of fact the Shreveport applicant will be wholly owned by the remaining 
three partners from the start (R 1837-8). Mr. Henderson’s interest 

is actually not an ownership interest at all, but a four-year option. 
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itself contingent, to buy into the partnership to the extent of 7%; and 
although he has stated an intention to do so, he is in no way legally 
bound to exercise it (R 2027). Mr. Henderson also has a contingent 
right to 7% of the profits after the other three partners have recovered 
back their investments in the partnership—and regardless of whether 
he buys in (R 1768-9). The consideration for this possible later share 
in the profits, at no risk to himself, is not clearly discernable in the 
record (R 1892-97). He can obtain these profits, when the other 

partners have recovered their investments, without bearing any 
risk of loss, and would in fact, have no plausible reason, from a 
business point of view, to invest any of his own funds (R 2023-27). 

Since the other three partners must recover back their total invest¬ 
ments before Mr. Henderson gets any rights to the profits at all, 
however, it is apparent that his right to share in the earnings would be 
deferred indefinitely in case of an unsuccessful operation. As to whether 
the requirement (Ex. 74, Art. 5) that the investors "shall have been 
reimbursed all capital contributions and advances" means a return of 
cash in hand to them or merely the earning of profits sufficient to 
cover their investment, the three partners concerned could not agree, 
and the instrument itself is silent. Mr. Beckham understood that the 
capital had to be returned in cash—and if this were so, Messrs. Beckham, 
Linam, and George could defer Mr. Henderson’s participation indefinitely, 
despite large earnings , merely by retaining the profits on the partner¬ 
ship’s books (R 1793-4). On the other hand, Messrs. George and linam 
understand the return of profits to mean merely the earning of a sum 
by the partnership sufficient to cover the investment (R 1888-92, 20 04). 
Mr. Henderson also subscribed to the latter view, making it three to 
one (R 2022-23). 

40. Despite the lack of unanimity as to its import among the 
Shreveport principals themselves, it is clear that although Mr. 

Henderson will have a 25% voice in the operation of the station, he 
is not in fact an owner of the applicant and may never become so. The 
partnership must thus be viewed as consisting of Messrs. Beckham, 


George and Linam, who together will own all of Shreveport’s assets 
(R 1838); and will bear all losses and receive all profits (Ex. 74, 

4570 Art, 5, as amended) until an indefinite future time. The per¬ 

centage of this ownership is 46.24% for Mr. George, and 26.88% each 
for Messrs. Beckham and Linam (Ex. 74, Art. 3, as amended). 

Local Residence 

41. Mr. Linam and Mr. George, with a total ownership of 
73.12%, are both residents of Shreveport and have lived there for 
some years. However, Mr. linam was in South America from 1925 

to 1943, and lived on a country plantation from 1945 to 1948 (R 1993-4). 
Hence, his actual residence in Shreveport is confined to the periods from 
1917 to 1925, 1943 toil945, and 1948 to the present (Q.3 Linam; Exs. 

76, 78). Mr. George lived out of the city from 1941 to 1946 (Ex. 76). 

Mr. Beckham, with a 26.88% interest, is legally a resident of Texas. 
Since 1940 he has maintained a home in Shreveport and has stayed 
there while visiting his sister (Q.3 Beckham). Mr. Beckham’s Shreve¬ 
port home is actually held in the name of the BB Investment Corporation, 
which he owns, and that company pays the taxes on it and deducts them 
as a business expense (R 1749-50). In addition to his legal and vdting 
residence in Texas and his "home” in Shreveport, he also has a 
"domicile" in Alabama, where he spends about three months a year 
(R 1829-30). Mr. Beckham attended no schools in Shreveport (R 1829). 
In case of a grant, he intends to establish his legal residence in 
Shreveport (R 1813-14). 

Ownership-Management Integration 

42. As managing partner, Mr. George, with a 46.24% ownership 
interest, will have am office at Shreveport’s studio and work full time 
there (Q. 11 George). ; However, he does not intend to divest himself 

of his other extensive business interests (R 1948, 1951), and he has 
had no previous radio or television experience (R 1870). He does 
not intend to edit the film used on the station himself, although this is 
the one specific job around the station for which he is to some extent 
qualified (R 1899-1900). 
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MEMORANDUM BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF EXCEPTIONS 

U 

R ADIO STATION KRMD 

4729 Part C. Errors As To Basic and Ultimate Findings 

(a) Concentration of Control in Shreveport of Mass Media 

23. Not alone has the Examiner failed to consider the mere 
ownership of motion picture theatres in applying the principle of 
diversification of mass media, but she has failed to compare the degree 
of concentration of control of such media that would exist in Shreveport 
by a grant to KRMD as against a grant to applicant Shreveport. 

24. Don George, the principal partner of applicant Shreveport, 
owns and operates, based upon seating capacity, one-third of all the 
motion picture theatres in Shreveport (pluS one in Alexandria, Louisiana). 
He is the largest single owner of such theatres in Shreveport. He would 
continue to own and operate these theatres while operating a television 
station there. 

25. On the other hand, the only mass media owned and control¬ 
led by KRMD principals in Shreveport is KRMD-AM-FM, the AM 
station being a local 250 watt station in a city that has seven AM sta¬ 
tions, most of which have more power and coverage than KRMD. 

26. Thus, it is certain that a greater concentration of control 
of mass media in Shreveport will result from a grant to applicant 
Shreveport than would be a grant to KRMD. However, the Examiner 
failed to consider this factor and failed to make appropriate findings 
thereon. We submit that this, too, is error. 

(b) Control of Operations and Policies by Non-Owner Partner of 
Applicant Shreveport 

27. Winning applicant Shreveport has one supposed partner 
(Henderson) who has no financial interest in the proposed station and 

4730 who is not legally bound to contribute anything financially or 
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otherwise to the partnership but who will have a strong voice in the 
policies and operation of the station in the same way and to the same 
extent that an owner would otherwise have. The reasons for this 
unusual arrangement are not apparent from the record. 

28. However, i the Examiner makes no adverse finding respecting 
this strange situation; to the contrary, the Examiner seems to favor 
the idea (Footnote 33 to Paragraph 10(1) of Findings of Fact). In 

the Carter, Wolfe case 2 FCC 544, the Commission denied an applica¬ 
tion for the reason, among others, that, "For present purposes it is 
sufficient to say that the parties appear to be in no way legally bound 
by any instrument in writing to contribute anything to the proposed 
joint venture." 2 FCC 545. Similarly, in the Chicago Broadcasting 
Association case, 3 FCC 277, the Commission denied an application for 
the reason, among others, that there was no legal binding contract 
obligating the so-called partners to contribute financially to the 
partnership applicant, 

29. Actually the partnership which is prosecuting the Shreveport 
application is legally invalid and a grant cannot be made to this applicant 
under the Commission's Rules or the Act. This is a jurisdiction question 
which may be raised at any time by any party or by the Commission and 
it is no answer for the Examiner to brush aside this question as she 
does merely because the Commission, in its Hearing Notice, raised 

no question about the legal qualifications of applicant Shreveport. 

30. But, aside from the legal qualifications facet of this question, 
there is the question of whether the public interest will better be served 
by grant to such a defective partnership in lieu of a grant to Radio 
Station KRMD. 

31. It is fundamental that as between the partners, a partnership 
is not created by the mere agreement to form a partnership relation 

at a later date, even though one party has advanced his share of the 
capital — especially when the partnership will arise only upon the 
happening of a contingency. Coens v. Marousis , 275 Pa. 478, 119 A. 
549(1923); CJS 418 and cases cited. AAs between Henderson and the 
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other three partners, the "partnership" here involved was at most 
only an executory agreement to form a partnership at a later date. 

No consideration is shown, either in the agreement or in the record, 
for Henderson’s contingent interest. Neither Henderson nor the other 
partners are bound by this agreement, since there is a failure of con¬ 
sideration in the agreement itself. Careful reading of the agreement 
shows that Henderson promised nothing to the other partners and gives 
them nothing. There is complete failure of legal consideration. Hence, 
there is no valid partnership agreement. 

32. The Commission’s rules (1.305, 3.623) require that applica¬ 
tions "shall contain full and complete disclosures with regard to the 
real party or parties in interest. ’’ And the grant must be made on the 
basis of the qualifications of the actual applicant at the time of the 

application, not on possible future developments. Advertiser 
Pub. Co ., 4 FCC 498 (1937); Antelope Valley Broadcasting Co ., 5 RR 
1251 (1950). In this case, the Shreveport application is defective since 
it lists as a partner and a party in interest Mr. Henderson, and he is 
neither. The Commission cannot award a grant to a defective partnership, 
or to a partnership that may arise at some future date (cases cited 
above). Hence, the Shreveport application must be dismissed. 

33. The presence of a "straw partner" on the policy-making level 
is contrary to the established principles of the F. C. A., Commission 
policy, and against the public interest. 

34. A search of both Commission and court cases fails to reveal 
a single instance where ultimate control of a radio or television station 
by an outsider having no immediate ownership interest therein has been 
condoned. On the other hand, analogous lines of "ownership integration" 
and "time broker" cases have established and affirmed the opposite 
principle that whenever possible all decisions pertinent to the operation 
of the station, and especially the more important policy matters, should 
be in the hands of those who have a financial stake in the long-term 
success or failure of the enterprise. 
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35. A long line of cases has established it as Commission policy 
that the actual, detailed operation of the station should be, to the extent 
possible, in the hands of the individuals who have an ownership interest, 
since these will be the ones most likely to take a continuing interest 

in the success of the operation. E. g.: 

Northeastern Indiana Broadcasting Co ., 9 RR 261 (1953) 
Hamtramck Radio Corporation, 6 RR 470 (1950) 

Kenyon Brown, 6 RR 223 (1950) 

Norman Broadcasting Co ., 5 RR 120 (1949) 

36. In the present situation, Mr. Henderson will have no financial 
stake in the enterprise, and will suffer no loss if it does not prosper. 
Except for an expectancy or hope of later profits, he will have no reason 
to follow closely the progress of the station, and will sustain no personal 
economic injury if he should lose interest in it altogether. The policy 

of the above cases in favor of those with tangible ownership interests 
making the routine administrative decisions applies a fortiori to those 
who bear the responsibility for major policy matters affecting the 
station. 

37. In addition to the ownership integration cases, the Commission 
has consistently expressed its disapproval of the delegation of control 

of program content or, other policy matters to outsiders whose interests 
may be different from those of the licensee. 

Georgia School of Technology , 10 FCC 110 (1943) 

WQAX, Inc ., 4 RR 344 (1948) 

Faulkrod Radio Engineering Co. , 4 RR 1061 (1949) 

Master Broadcasting Corporation , 6 RR 621 (1950) 

38. In the instant case it is readily apparent that Mr. Henderson's 
interest in the television operation will be in many situations antithetical 
to that of the three owners of the station. Like a "time broker", 
Henderson will have no long-range investment to protect. 


MEMORANDUM OHNION AND ORDER 

By the Commission: Commissioners McConnaughey, Chairman and 
Mack abstaining from voting; Commissioner Doerfer not participating. 
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1. The Commission has before it for consideration a Petition 
for Rehearing and Reconsideration, filed on June 20, 1955 by Southland 
Television Company, and an Opposition thereto, filed on Time 24, 1955 
by Shreveport Television Company. By Decision of May 19, 1955 
(released May 20, 1955 FCC 55-594) in the above-entitled proceeding, 
the Commission granted the application of Shreveport Television Company 
and denied the competing applications of Southland Television Company 
and Radio Station KRMD. It is toward this Decision that the petition 
herein is directed. 

2. Southland contends that the Decision is erroneous in fact and 

in law, and, accordingly, requests that the Decision be reconsidered and that 
Southland's application be granted. Southland asks that it be granted oral 
argument in support of its petition. In opposition to the relief requested 
in the petition, Shreveport Television contends that the petitioner has 
lost its standing as an applicant and that the Commission has no juris¬ 
diction to consider the present petition; that the petition is procedurally 
defective; and that the petition is defective on its merits. 

3. In support of its charge that the petition is procedurally defec¬ 
tive, Shreveport Television contends that ^that there is in the petition 
in question not a single instance in which petitioner specifies the page 
of the record on which it relies in attacking the Commission’s findings 
of fact." In this connection. Section 1.893 of the Commission’s Rules 
provides as follows: 

5373 Petitions for rehearing shall state with particularity in 

what respect the decision, order or requirement or any 
matter determined therein is claimed to be iinjust, un¬ 
warranted or erroneous, and with respect to any finding 
of fact shall specify the pages of record relied on.... 

The petition, as Shreveport Television states, does not contain a single 
record citation. Accordingly, to the extent that the petition challenges 
the Commission’s findings of fact, either by attacking the correctness 
of particular findings of fact or by declaring additional facts in support 
of positions taken by the petitioner, it could be denied imder the above 
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rule. Accord, The Radio Station KFH Company , 11 Pike and Fischer 
Radio Regulation, 1, 4b. However, because the petition is compara¬ 
tively brief and because the bulk of it is directed at conclusions by 
the Commission, we will consider the whole of it on its merits. In 
so considering the petition, of course, if the petitioner’s version 
of a particular situation is not in accord with the Commission’s know¬ 
ledge of the facts, or if the Commission is unable (due, primarily, 
to the lack of record .citation) to find verification of the petitioner’s 
version, the points urged must be denied for want of support. 

4. In partial support of its contention that the Commission has 
no jurisdiction to consider the petition, Shreveport Television maintains 
that the attorney who filed the petition (Billy B. Goldberg) is not qualified 
to appear, has not filed an appearance, and is not authorized to sign or 
prosecute the said petition. The petition was filed in the name of 
Southland Television Company ”By Billy B. Goldberg, ” a practicing 
attorney of Houston, Texas. Southland Television is composed of two 
groups of stockholders: the ’’Texas group”, which was to own a total 
of 33-1/3% of the stock and which was to advance all funds necessary 
for the prosecution of the application, and the ’’Shreveport group”, 
which was to own a total of 66-2/3% of the stock and which was to 
provide the necessary funds for the construction and operation of the 
station. Mr. Goldberg is a member of the ’’Texas group” and was to 
own a total of 8-1/3% of the stock. At the hearing. Southland was 
represented by three attorneys. Section 1.765 of the Commission’s 
Rules provides, in pertinent part, that: ’’All petitions.. .filed by any 
party represented by an attorney, shall be filed by at least one attorney 
of record....” Mr. Goldberg has never entered an appearance under 
Section 1.716 of the Rules, and, prior to the filing of this petition, has 
not participated as an attorney on behalf of Southland. Mr. Goldberg 
did not file an FCC Form No. 786 (Application for Admission to 
Practice Before the Commission), pursuant to Section 1.713 of our 
Rules, until June 24, 1955, four days after the filing of this petition. 

Mr. Goldberg is not an officer of Southland, and he has submitted no 



document showing his authority from that applicant to act on its behalf. 

5. Clearly, the filing of this petition by Mr. Goldberg was not in 
conformity with the Commission’s Rules. We believe, however, that 
good cause here exists for a waiver of those rules to permit Commission 
consideration of the instant petition. The petition was filed in attempt 

to secure a grant for Southland, and the filing of the petition in no way 
jeopardizes Southland’s position. Moreover, the ’’Texas group”, of 
5374 which Mr. Goldberg is a member, bore all of the expenses of 

the prosecution of the application, and the filing of the petition by 
Mr. Goldberg is understandable under all the circumstances. Finally, 
Mr. Goldberg’s professional qualifications have not been challenged, 
and he has now been qualified to practice before this agency. In view 
of all of the foregoing, we believe that liberality is appropriate. 

6. Shreveport Television’s remaining support for its contention 
that the Commission has no jurisdiction to consider the petition is its 
charge that the petitioner has lost its standing as an applicant. The 
circumstances with respect to this charge are fully set forth in para¬ 
graphs 110-115 of the Commission’s Decision. At paragraph 158 of 
the Decision, the Commission concluded that, in view of its deter¬ 
mination with respect to the comparative aspects of Southland’s ap¬ 
plication, it was unnecessary to pass upon the questions arising from 
the facts set forth in paragraphs 110-115. Shreveport Television urges 
that the Commission must now decide the issue it declined to rule upon 
in the Decision; namely, the status of the petitioner. In view of the 
disposition to be hereinafter made with respect to the instant petition, 
however, we hold to the conclusion expressed in said paragraph 158. 

7. In the succeeding paragraphs, the Commission will dispose of 
petitioner’s contentions in the order in which they appear in the petition. 

8. The petitioner disputes a finding in paragraph 25 of the 
Decision which states that three of Southland’s stockholders (Coon, 
Goldberg and Kamin), who would own a total of 25% of Southland’s 
stock and who own all of the stock of the licensee of KCIJ in Shreveport, 
do not participate in the community and civic activities of Shreveport. 
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The petitioner claims that the three men have taken a part in such 
activities by virtue of the operation of KCIJ. It concludes with the 
following statement: ^’This relates solely to the individuals classed 
as the ^non-resident stockholders’ of Southland and is not submitted 
for the purpose of claiming any advantage to the corporation, Southland 
Television Company. ” But, whether petitioner seeks to claim advantage 
or whether it seeks, merely, to set the record straight, its point is not 
well taken. The finding complained of, as well as similar biographical 
findings with respect to the other principals in the proceeding, relates, 
of course, to personal activity in commimity and civic affairs. That 
the three stockholders have not been personally active in Shreveport 
affairs is not disputed by petitioner. The Commission’s findings 
with respect to the past operation of KCIJ are set forth in paragrai^s 
96-104 of the Decision, and, insofar as these paragraphs refer to the 
role of KCIJ in Shreveport community and civic activities, they are 
not challenged by the petitioner. 

9. Petitioner next contends that it can neither be awarded a 
preference because of the operation of KCIJ and WMRY (a New Oi'leans 
station controlled by Coon, Gtoldberg and Kamin) nor be charged with 
any alleged shortcomings of those stations. As reasons, the petitioner 
states that the televiaon applicant is a separate legal entity bearing 
only a 25% community of stock ownership with the AM stations; that 
the corporations will have entirely different officers and boards of 
directors; and that the record reflects that the operation of the 

television station will be completely independent of the operation 
of the AM stations. In connection with the foregoing, it is contended 
’’that the evaluation of an applicant and its likelihood of future per¬ 
formance on the basis of performance of another operation owned by 
minority stockholders who would neither be officers nor directors of 
the applicant is erroneous and establishes a precedent which cannot 
logically be followed.” In paragraphs 96-104 of the Decision, the 
Commission made findings with respect to the past operation of KCIJ 
and WMRY. In paragraphs 21 and 25 of the Decision, the Commission 
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found that John Pace, present general manager of KCIJ, will be full¬ 
time general manager of the television station and that Mr. Kamin, 
a 33-1/3% owner of KCIJ and a 25% owner of WMRY, will be available 
as a stockholder and as a consultant at least one day a week. In para¬ 
graph 137 of the Decision, the Commission stated that: ”The signi¬ 
ficance to be attached to Mr. Pacers participation as general manager 
(and to Mr. Kamin’s participation as consultant) must be determined 
by the record of KCIJ, Shreveport. ” That the Commission may look 
to the past record of an existing operation in a situation where 
principals in that operation are proposed as principals in a proposed 
station, is a proposition too well established to here warrant further 
comment. See, e.g., WKRG-TV, Inc., 10 RR 225. WMRY’s past 
record was not considered in the conclusions. In this regard, there 
is no evidence in the record that anyone (other than Kamin) connected 
with WMRY will participate in the operation of the television station, 
and its past operation was of lessened significance in view of the 
availability of the record of KCIJ, a Shreveport station. 

10. As an alternative to the position stated in the preceding 
paragraph, the petitioner attacks a Commission conclusion that the 
past record of KCIJ ”is something less than encouraging to us in our 
search for assurance of effectuation of program proposals”, and 
contends, in effect, that the stations ’’should be commended for having 
had the desire, foresight and ability to analyze need, and to attempt 
to fill it. ” In connection with the foregoing, it reviews the histories 
of KCIJ and WMRY, pointing out that both stations attempted to fulfill 
their promises (which included ’’flexibility” of proposals) to the Com¬ 
mission; that, in so doing, both stations lost money and had no listener 
appeal; that WMRY became an all-Negro operation; that KCIJ became 
a western and popular music station; and that the stations have each had 
their licenses renewed since the changes took place. All of the above facts 
and contentions were before us at the time of the preparation of our 
Decision and were fully and appropriately disposed of at that time. 

This being so, no ground exists for their reconsideration at this time. 
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C^e contention with respect to KCIPs past record, however, warrants 
further comment here. Petitioner calls attention to paragraph 102 of 
the Decision wherein the Commission makes findings with respect to 
KCIPs practice whereby it "takes a transcription sent to it by, for 
example, the United States Army, retains the recruiting or other 
messages from the Army, deletes the popular or other music contained 
on the transcription, and substitutes its standard hillbilly-western fare." 
It does not challenge the accuracy of the findings, but contends that the 
practice reflects "to the great credit of KCIJ." The above practice of 
KCIJ was not treated in critical fashion by the Commission in its 
Decision, the conclusion that KCIJ’s record has been unencouraging 
having been based solely upon the station's record of promise and per¬ 
formance. Nor could the practice be praised in the face of findings 

that KCIJ has not sought permission to effect such changes from 
any of the government agencies involved and that it was motivated by 
a desire to retain its listening audience as well as a desire to bring 
the messages to as many people as possible. Finally, even if petitioner 
is correct in asserting that the practice reflects to the credit of KCIJ, 
a conclusion to that effect would fall short of balancing the station’s 
record of promise and performance. 

11. The petitioner attacks paragraphs 108 and 156 of the Decision, 
wherein the Commission dealt with the practice of the Don George 
threatres of not admitting Negroes. So far as is here pertinent, our 
conclusion that there was no basis for adverse reflection upon the quali¬ 
fications of Don George or of Shreveport Television was founded upon 
the fact that it had not been demonstrated that George could admit 
Negroes to his theatres without violating the laws of the State of 
Louisiana. Petitioner seems to contend that the admission of Negroes 
to the first floors of theatres is legal in Louisiana, but this proposition 
has not been established. Petitioner asks us to accept the proposition 
without pointing to legal citations or to supporting facts in the record. 
This, we cannot do. But, argues petitioner, upon what basis can 
George be excused for not admitting Negroes to his drive-in theatres 
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when other drive-in theatres in Shreveport admit Negroes? Again, 
however, we are asked to accept a premise not shown to be rooted in 
the record. Finally, in this regard, petitioner seems to contend that, 
because George has consistently excluded Negroes from his theatres, 
he will also exclude them from his television studio audience. So far 
as we have been able to determine without record citation by the peti¬ 
tioner, the record is to the contrary. At T. 1929, George stated that 
he would admit Negroes to the seating section of the television studio. 

At T. 1933, it was developed that all persons would be seated in the 
balcony of the television station. See also T. 1932. We are asked 
to discount the foregoing testimony, not with competent impeaching 
evidence, but with speculation and surmise. The only testimony on the 
matter in question came from Mr. George, and we find no occasion to 
upset it on the basis of the consideration urged by petitioner. 

12. Petitioner next submits that our finding in paragraph 109 
of the Decision that Shreveport Television contemplates no equipment 
permitting it to use 35 mm. film in its television operation clearly 
indicates that the station would not show first-run 35 mm. pictures 
such as are made in Hollywood and such as are shown at the Don 
George theatres. In this connection, it should be noted that Shreveport 
Television’s program schedule does not propose film of the type 
apparently contemplated by petitioner. To penalize Shreveport Tele¬ 
vision programming-wise is to assume that so-called first-run pictures 
are of higher quality than the fare presently proposed; to penalize 
Shreveport Television on the theory that the fare presently proposed 
will afford no competition to the offerings of the Don George theatres is 
to assume that the latter’s presentations are of greater viewer-appeal 
than the station’s. We are not informed by appropriate citation that 
these facts were established on the record and, accordingly, the points 
are lost for want of support. 

13. The Commission found that Mr, George will make every 
effort to obtain every possible picture for the television operation; 
this finding, in light of the other findings in paragraph 109, must be 
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construed as having reference to film available in 16 mm. size. In 
this connection, and by way of an alternative approach, petitioner . 
asks two questions: ^^Can we logically assume that the same production 
will not become available on television film as well as movie film. 

How will Don George react towards showing the movie first for free 
on television when he has it regularly scheduled the next week at one 
of his movie houses?*’ At this juncture, it would have been more per¬ 
suasive to the position apparently taken had petitioner chosen to direct 
us to the answers in the record instead of to resort to further specula¬ 
tion. Petitioner has set forth nothing of so concrete a nature as to 
warrant from the above findings conclusions adverse to Shreveport 
Television’s case. We recognize, of course, that motion pictures 
are media of mass communications and that motion picture theatres, 
as well as radio, compete with television for consumer time. WJR, 

The Goodwill Station,< Inc. , 9 RR 227, 260c. But, these were the 
very bases of including Don George’s theatre interests in our con¬ 
sideration of the factor of diversification and concentration in the 
ownership and control of media of mass communication. 

14. Petitioner contends that it should be awarded a preference 
in the matter of probable effectuation of program proposals, basing its 
contention upon alleged superiorities in the matter of knowledge of com¬ 
munity needs and in the matter of integration of ownership with active 
management. With respect to the matter of knowledge of community 
needs, petitioner urges that it is composed of eighteen individuals 
whereas the other two applicants are composed of considerably less. 

In this connection, it is asserted that there is represented in Southland 
virtually every civic association, communal undertaking, age group, 
and religion in Shreveport. ”How this group of stockholders can 
assist”, contends the petitioner, ’’may best be seen by their participa¬ 
tion in the program planning presented by Southland in their application. ” 
In paragraph 127 of the Decision, the Commission concluded that each 
of the three program proposals ”is adequate to meet the needs of the 
commimities proposed to be served, and that such differences as do 
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exist among the proposals are too insubstantial to support a conclusion 
of comparative superiority. ” This conclusion, which encompasses 
the element of program planning, is not challenged by the petitioner. 

That the Commission considered the background of the persons comprising 
the Southland applicant is apparent from a reading of paragraphs 134 and 
137 of the Decision. We there recognized that ^^66.7% of Southland’s 
stock will be owned by the members of the so-called Shreveport group, 
all of whom are longtime Shreveport residents, all of whom are actively 
engaged in business enterprises in and around Shreveport, and all of 
whom are reasonably active in local civic and other organizations. ” 

But, we also recited the fact, not here denied by petitioner, that ’’the 
stockholders involved have not, for the most part, been integrated into 
the day-to-day operations of the proposed station. ” In view of the 
foregoing fact, the Commission was unable to derive from the ’’excellent 
backgrounds” the assurances which might have been derived had South¬ 
land proposed to integrate those backgrounds into the operation of the 
station. We adhere to that judgment. 

15. In challenging the Commission’s treatment of the integration 
aspect of the probable effectuation factor, the petitioner contends that 
the Commission’s conclusions are based ujxjn hours of presence at the 
station and percentage of interest owned by those nominally placed in 
charge of the station. The petitioner states, in effect, that ’’experience 
and ability to manage and direct” has been overlooked by the Commission. 
In this connection, petitioner points to the lack of radio and television 
experience of Don George (a 43% partner), who is the proposed general 
manager of Shreveport Television. Petitioner submits that John Pace 
(an 8-1/3% stockholder) will be general manager of Southland and 
contends ’’that what Pace may lack in comparative percentage of 
ownership, he more than makes up in percentage of actual personal 
management.” As petitioner states, the Commission’s award of a 
preference to Shreveport Television in the matter of probable effectua¬ 
tion of program proposals is based, in substantial degree, upon 
Mr. George’s proposed role in the future operation of the television 
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station. Our reasons for relying upon the integration of Mr. George 
are fully set forth in paragraphs 148-9 of the Decision and will not be 
repeated here in detail. Suffice it to say, we there concluded that 
"although Mr. George has had no radio or television experience, we 
have been directed to no evidence detracting from the presumptions 
which arise from his identification with the locality and from his 
proposed integration." In preferring Shreveport Television in the 
matter of probable effectuation we do not say that the integration of a 
43% partner with no radio or television experience is always preferable 
to the integration of an 8-1/3% stockholder with many years of such 
experience. In situations of this type we look not only to the nature 
of the experience but also to the results, as contained in the record, 
that have flowed from the experience claimed. In the Decision, 
the Commission found that Mr. Pace has had many years of varied radio 
experience and a small amount of television experience; it also found 
that he became general manager of KCIJ in September of 1951. How 
was his experience translated into programming? Paragraph 99 of the 
Decision shows that he set up the programming which formed the basis 
for the Commission's conclusion that KCirs record "is something less 
than encouraging." We think the Decision correctly analyses the 
factors involved, and we find no occasion to disturb it. 

16. The tenor of petitioner’s last assignment of error is that 
Southland should be awarded a preference in the matter of diversifica¬ 
tion and concentration in the ownership and control of media of mass 
communication. More specifically, it attacks the following conclusion 
of the Commission: "Nor do we consider the fact that the George 
theatres can play to a total of 90, 642 different patrons per week of any 
greater decisional import than the fact that KCIJ has a possible daily 
audience of more than twice that number. " In this connection, three 
points are urged: (a) • KCIJ’s possible daily audience has no more 
significance than the audience of any other Shreveport radio station; 

(b) Because the owners of KCIJ will own only 25% of Southland, 

Southland is completely free of radio interests in Shreveport; and 
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(c) The Commission ignored the ^’natural and understandable effect on 
the programming of the television station” of Don George^s theatre 
interests. The petitioner also objects to the preference that was given 
Shreveport Television with respect to ^holdings affecting the applicants 
outside the Shreveport area, ” stressing the fact that the owners of the 
New Orleans stations inVblved have only a 25% interest in the Southland 
applicant. A determination of the diversification question in a parti¬ 
cular case involves a consideration of the degree to which the res¬ 
pective applicants are associated with existing media (broadcast or 
5379 otherwise) for mass communication. WKPG-TV, Inc. , supra , 

268h. In effect, petitioner’s principal contention seems to be that, 
where a party will own less than a majority interest in a proposed station 
and will have no active role in the operation of the station, its other 
communications interest may not be comparatively considered for di¬ 
versification purposes. No support whatever is given for this propo¬ 
sition. The fact that the party will have no actual or legal control 
of the applicant in question is, of course, taken into accoimt in our 
weighing process; but, so too is the fact that the possibility of sub¬ 
stantial influence in station affairs does not derive from majority 
interests alone. Consistent with the treatnaient of the other communi¬ 
cations interests of Coon-Kamin-Goldberg, the Commission also con¬ 
sidered the theatre interests of Don George even though his interest 
in Shreveport Television is less than 50%. Nor did the Commission’s 
finding in paragraph 109 of the Decision that the operation of the station 
proposed by Shreveport Television will be separate from the operation 
of the Don George Theatres constitute a bar to such consideration: The 
probability of substantial influence in station affairs by Mr. George 
together with the fact that motion picture theatres complete with tele¬ 
vision for consumer time (see paragraph 13, supra ) dictated our 
consideration of the theatre interests of Mr. George in connection with 
Shreveport Television. Our conclusion that Southland and Shreveport 
Television are ’’even” for diversification purposes in the Shreveport 
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area flows, in large part, from these considerations: Although Mr. 
George has a larger interest in his applicant and is in a better position 
to exert influence in station affairs than Coon-Kamin-Goldberg, his 
theatres are necessarily available to a much smaller segment of the 
population than is KCIF. We find no error in our treatment of the 
diversification question. 

17. Petitioner requests time for oral argument in support of its 
petition herein. A grant of this relief would neither serve a fruitful 
purpose nor be conducive to the orderly dispatch of the Commission’s 
business. 

18. In view of all of the foregoing, the petition must be denied. 

19. IT IS ORDERED, This 16th day of November, 1955, that the 
above-described petition for rehearing and reconsideration of Southland 
Television Company IS DENIED. 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

/s/ Mary Jane Morris 
Mary Jane Morris 
Secretary 


Released: November 17, 1955 
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[FUedDec. 15, 1955, U.S. Court of Appeals] 

IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT 

SOUTHLAND TELEVISION COMPANY, October Term, 1955 

Appellant No. 13,021 

vs. 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION, 

Appellee 

NOTICE OF APPEAL AND STATEMENT OF 
REASONS THEREFOR 

I. Notice of Appeal 

1. SOUTHLAND TELEVISION COMPANY, a Texas Corporation 
authorized to do business in the State of Louisiana, gives notice of appeal 
from (a) a decision of the Federal Communications Commission, public 
notice of which was released on May 20, 1955, by which the application 
of Appellant for a construction permit for a new commercial television 
station to operate on Channel 12 at Shreveport, Louisiana was denied and 
the mutually exclusive application of Don George, Henry E. Linam, Ben 
Beckham, Jr., and Carter Henderson, doing business as Shreveport 
Television Company, (hereinafter sometimes referred to as ’^Shreveport 
Television”), was granted; (b) a memorandum opinion and order of the 
Federal Communications Commission, public notice of which was re¬ 
leased on November 17, 1955, denying the petition for rehearing and 
reconsideration of directed against the decision of May 20, 1955. 

Xr 2 2. This appeal is taken pursuant to Sections 402(b) and 402(c) 

of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, (47 U. S.C. 402(b) and 
(c)) and Rule 37 of the Rules of this Court. 

n. Nature of the Proceeding. 

3. The application of Appellant, and the applications of Shreveport 
Television and T. B. Lanford, R.M. Dean, Mrs. Mary Jewel Kimbell 


Lanford and Viola Lipe Dean Trust, doing business as Radio Station 
KRMD (hereinafter sometimes referred to as for construction 

permits for new commercial television stations to operate on Channel 12 
at Shreveport, Louisiana, were found by Order of the Commission of 
May 20, 1953, to be mutually exclusive and designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding to commence on June 19, 1953. The proceeding 
was duly opened with a Hearing Conferences on June 19, 1953 and June 
23, 1953, pursuant to the Commission’s Rules, and each of the parties 
submitted a list of points indicating why it should be preferred. By Mem¬ 
orandum Opinion and Order of June 23, 1953, the Examiner directed each 
party to the proceeding to present its direct case in writing. Following the 
exchange of written presentations, oral testimony was heard by the Ex¬ 
aminer on cross-examination and rebuttal for 15 days between June 29 
and July 31, 1953. Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 
were timely filed by each of the applicants. 

4. On June 7, 1954, the Examiner issued her Initial Decision looking 
toward a grant of the Shreveport Television application and denials of those 
of Appellant and KRMD. Exceptions to said Initial Decision were filed by 
all applicants to the proceeding and by the Commission’s Broadcast Bureau. 
Pleadings in reply to exceptions were filed by Shreveport Television and 

by KRMD on July 19, 1954, and on September 14, 1954, oral argument, 

3 

in which all three applicants and the Broadcast Bureau participated, was 
held before the Commission ^ banc . 

5. In a Decision released May 20, 1955, the Commission while 
overruling the Examiner in certain matters, adopted the ultimate con¬ 
clusion of the Initial Decision that Shreveport '1‘elevision Company was 
to be preferred over Appellant and KRMD for a grant of the construction 
permit in question. 

6. On June 20, 1955, Appellant filed a Petition for Rehearing and 
Reconsideration, contending that the Commission’s Decision was er¬ 
roneous in fact and in law and requesting that the Decision be recon¬ 
sidered, that the application of Appellant be granted, and that Appellant 
be given an opportunity for oral argument before the Commission in 
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support of said Petition. In a Memorandum Opinion and Order, re¬ 
leased November 17, 1955, the Petition of Appellant was in all respects 
denied by the Commission. 

7. In the Commission’s Decision of May 20, 1955, neither 
Chairman McConnaughey, nor Commissioner Lee participated. On 
June 30, 1955, the term of Commissioner Hennock expired, and 
thereafter Richard A. Mack was appointed to the Commission. In the 
Commission’s Memorandum Opinion and Order of November 17, 1955, 
Chairman McConnaughey and Commissioner Mack abstained from 
voting, and Commissioner Doefer is shown as ’’not participating”. 

in. Statement of Reasons for Appeal 

The aforesaid actions of the Commission are erroneous, contrary 
to law, and arbitrary and unreasonable for each of the following reasons: 

8. The adverse findings and conclusions of the Commission rela¬ 
tive to ’’promise and performance” by Appellant are based upon the past 
records of radio station KCIJ, Shreveport, Louisiana, and WMRY, New 
Orleans, Louisiana. The evidence in this proceeding is uncontroverted 
that said radio stations are owned and operated by a separate entity 
known as Southland Broadcasting Company; that said Southland Broad¬ 
casting Company is owned by three persons holding a minority (25%) 
stock interest in the Appellant; that such common stockholders are 
neither officers nor directors of Appellant; that no community of control 
or operation would exist between Appellant and said radio stations; that 
66.7% of the stock of Appellant, and the positions of all officers and 
directors are held by persons having no interest in said radio stations 
KCIJ and WMRY. Despite the clear showing of separateness outlined 
above, the Commission erroneously, arbitrarily, and xinreasonably 
imputed to Appellant what it termed a bad record of promise and per¬ 
formance on the part of said radio stations. 

9. The Commission found that the ’’significance to be attached 
to Mr. Pace’s participation as general manager (and to Mr. Kamin’s 
participation as consultant) must be determined by the record of KCIJ, 
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Shreveport. Such a conclusion is arbitrary, erroneous and capricious. 
Mr. Pace, while acting as general manager of KCIJ, was neither a 
stockholder, officer or director of the corporation owning said radio 
station, and must be presumed to have been carrying out the policies 
established for him by said stockholders and directors. Mr. Pace has 
been proposed as manager of Appellant's television station and owns ap¬ 
proximately 8.3% of Appellant's stock. The record will not support a 
finding that Pace will not effectuate the program proposals established 
Tr 5 by Appellant, which, incidentally, the Commission found to be 

meritorious. 

10. Appellant was erroneously penalized in the findings and con¬ 
clusions of the Commission because of an alleged "breach of promised 
programming" on the part of KCIJ. Evidence was admitted in this 
proceeding for the purpose of showing variations between the programs 
proposed by KCIJ in its application for construction permit and the 
service actually rendered at a time three years later. Nothing in the 
Communications Act of 1934, as amended, or the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission, requires the licensee of a broadcast station to 
request authority from the Commission to make variations in its day- 
to-day program structure. On the contrary. Congress has repeatedly 
refused to confer upon the Commission authority to control the pro¬ 
gramming of broadcast stations. Moreover, the evidence in this pro¬ 
ceeding shows that the license of KCIJ was renewed by the Commission 
after the variations in.programming had occurred. Station KCIJ was 
within its legal rights in changing its type of programming, so long as 
it programmed in the public interest, as was found by the Commission 
in the renewal of the station’s license. Various exhibits of "Hooper 
rating" information were offered by Appellant and admitted by the 
Examiner without objection by the other parties. In footnote 30 / on 
page 38 of the Commission's Decision of May 20, 1955, we find this 
amazing offering: 

"♦ * ♦ Audience surveys may be important to the industry 
for its purposesi but toey have no probative value in the 
evaluation of an applicant's record of performance in the 
public interest. ♦ ♦ 





It would appear from the foregoing that even though an applicant 
finds that his original programming proposals made to the Commission 

6 were unrealistic, and that the changes offered to the listening . 
public gain wide acceptance, the licensee must, nevertheless, strictly 
adhere to his original programming albeit he goes bankrupt in the 
effort and drives his listeners away in droves. It was error for the 
Commission to conclude that Appellant was not likely to live up to its 
commitments because KCIJ's performance varied from its original 
proposals. 

11. The Commission erred in failing to find that Don George, 
principal stockholder (43%) of Shreveport Television, and the principal 
motion theatre owner in Shreveport and vicinity, had systematically 
excluded Negroes from such theatres. In its Finding contained in 
paragraph 108 in the Decision of May 20, 1955 the Commission attempts 
to interpret the laws of the State of Louisiana relative to integration 
of Negroes and whites in motion picture theatres. This finding later 
forms the basis of an erroneous conclusion that the practice of Don 
George in consistently excluding Negroes from his theatres does not 
adversely reflect upon his qualifications to operate a television station 
in the public interest. The Negro population of Shreveport is 39%. The 
evidence shows that two ’’downtown” theatres in Shreveport, one con¬ 
structed in 1925 and the other in 1907 or 1908, admitted Negroes and 
seated them in balconies. A ’’downtown” theatre constructed by Don 
George in 1947 did not include a balcony for Negroes. Mr. George’s 
response to a question concerning his failure to construct a balcony 
was that neither whites nor Negroes would pay to sit in the balcony. 

Mr. George, in addition to his ’’downtown” theatre, operates two 
neighborhood theatres and one drive-in theatre. The Commission 
concludes in Paragraph 156 of the Conclusions in the Decision of 
May 20, 1955, that ’’Admission of Negroes to Theatre balconies 

7 

appears to be legal in Louisiana. ” Presumably, since Mr. George 
failed to include balconies in constructing his theatres, he cannot be 
said to have discriminated against Negroes. Mr. George states that 
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he did not write the laws or make the customs. However, if the laws 
allow the admission of Negroes to theatre balconies, and custom 
appears to sanction the use of balconies, it would appear that Mr. 

George and the Commission are completely illogical in their attempt 
to avoid the realities of the problem. In any event, Mr. George can 
hardly use the absence of balconies to hide behind in his failure to 
admit Negroes to his drive-in theatre. Other drive-in theatres in 
and aroimd Shreveport admit Negroes and the Commission erred in 
failing to conclude that Mr. George’s failure in this regard adversely 
reflects upon his qualifications to operate a television station in the 
public interest. The finding of the Commission which attempts to 
imply some legal impediment as an excuse for Mr. George’s consistent 
pattern of conduct is clearly erroneous, arbitrary and unreasonable, 
and is not supported by the law of Louisiana. 

12. The Commission concluded that the burden of proof was upon 
the other parties to the proceeding to establish, if they could, that 
Mr. George’s exclusion of Negroes from his theatres was imjustified 
or contrary to law. As a matter of law, once the method of exclusion 
by the Don George theatres was established, the burden of justifying 
such conduct rested upon George, and he failed to sustain such burden. 

13. The Commission was in error in failing to find that in 
operating a television station, Don George would be in competition with 
his motion picture theatres and that a real and substantial conflict 

Tr 8 in interest would result therefrom. The Commission erroneously, 

arbitrarily and unreasonably considered only the effect the theatre 
audience would have on a television station and did not consider the 
effect of television upon motion picture theatre operation and the in¬ 
vestment which Don George had built up during his lifetime. 

14. The Commission erroneously, arbitrarily and unreasonably 
concluded that Appellant would be less likely to effectuate its program 
proposals than Shreveport Television. The experience of the manage¬ 
ment group of Appellant and the wide civic interest and business ex¬ 
perience of the officers, directors and stockholders of Appellant clearly 
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warranted a preference in this category and the Commission erred in 
failing to reach such a conclusion. 

15. The complete lack of experience of any and all of the in¬ 
dividuals comprising Shreveport Television, when compared with the 
broad experience of the management group of Appellant, warranted 
findings and conclusions that Appellant was better prepared to effectuate 
its program proposals and the Commission’s failure to make such 
findings and conclusions was error. 

16. The Commission concluded that Shreveport Television was to 
be preferred upon the basis of better integration of ownership and 
management. The Commission reached such conclusion wholly upon 
the promise by Shreveport Television that a greater percentage of 
hours would be devoted to the operation of the proposed television station 
by its principal owner, without regard to the comparative knowledge, 
experience and abilities of the management personnel proposed by the 
other two parties. While a preference may ordinarily be granted to 

an applicant proposing the greatest ’’percentage” of ownership and 

management, such preference becomes meaningless and is 
absolutely unwarranted unless it is clearly shown that the public in¬ 
terest would be better served thereby. Not only was the proposed manager 
of Shreveport Television, Don George, less experienced than the manager 
proposed by Appellant, John H. Pace, but the record shows that 
Mr. George had vast other business holdings such as theatres, oil 
interest, etc., which, of necessity, would require a considerable 
amount of his time and attention. It was, ttierefore, error for the 
Commission to conclude that Shreveport Television was to be preferred 
upon the point of greater integration of ownership and management. 

17. The Commission erroneously, arbitrarily and unlawfully 
concluded that no preference should be given in this proceeding upon 
the basis of diversification of ownership of media of mass communica¬ 
tions. The record shows that three persons, owning 25% of the stock 
of Appellant, also own KCIJ, one of 7 AM and 3 FM broadcast stations 
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located in Shreveport. Neither person is an officer or director of 
Appellant. On the other hand, Don George, the proposed manager of 
Shreveport Television and owner of 43% of this partnership, is the 
owner of 4 theatres in and around Shreveport, Louisiana. The record 
also shows that Shreveport Television proposes a mutual promotional 
relationship with The Shreveport Journal, a local daily newspaper pub¬ 
lished in Shreveport, Louisiana. It is also a matter of record in this 
proceeding that none of the local Shreveport residents owning 75% of the 
stock of Appellant has any interest whatsoever in any radio or television 
station, or any newspaper or theatre. The Commission, therefore, 
erred in failing to prefer Appellant upon the point of greater diversifi¬ 
cation of ownership of media of mass commimications. 

Tr 10 18. Shreveport Television is not a partnership within the recog¬ 

nized legal definitions of such an entity, in that one of its four ’’partners^’ 
has no present ownership interest of any kind in said alleged ”partner- 
ship” with no rights or liabilities in connection with its application. 

Said "partner^' will nevertheless have a 25% voice in all policy and 
management decisions to be made in the operation of the proposed tele¬ 
vision station if the Commission’s decision is allowed to stand. It is 
clear that the Commission has exceeded the authority conferred on it 
by the Communications Act by granting the application of an applicant 
who has no ascertainable legal status. The Commission’s action is 
also violative of its own past policy and prior court decisions. 

19. The denial by the Commission of Appellant’s Petition for 
Rehearing and Reconsideration was an unlawful and arbitrary violation 
of Section 405 of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended. 

(47 U. S. C. 405), and the Rules of the Commission. 

20. The actions of the Commission are in abuse of administrative 
discretion in that they are an unreasonable departure from and contrary 
to the decisions and orders of the Commission in similar and identical 
cases. 

21. The foregoing errors render the Commission’s decision 
arbitrary, unreasonable, capricious, and erroneous as a matter of 
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law, and deprive. Appellant of the due process to which it is entitled 
under the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, and the Adminis¬ 
trative Procedure Act. (5 U.S.C. 1001, etseq.) 

IV. Appellant's Standing to Appeal 

22. Appellant is an applicant for a construction permit whose ap¬ 
plication has been denied by the Federal Communications Commission 
within the meaning of Section 402(b)(1) of the Communications Act 
Tr 11 of 1934, as amended. 

WHEREFORE, Appellants respectfully request that an order be 
entered by this Court reversing the decisions of the Commission com¬ 
plained of and granting appellants such other relief as may be just and 
proper in the premises. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ A. L. Stein _ 

A. L. Stein 

1101 Warner Building 

Washington 4, D. C. 

/s/ Billy B. Goldberg _ 

Billy B. Goldberg 
505 Melrose Building 
Houston, Texas 

/s/ W. Ervin James _ 

W. Ervin James 
Radio Plaza 
4005 Travis Street 
Houston, Texas 

Attorneys for Southland Television Company 


December 15, 1955. 


[ ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF SERVICE] 


[ CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE] 


[Filed December 20, 1955] 


NOTICE OF INTENTION TO INTERVENE AND 
STATEMENT OF INTERVENOR^S INTEREST 

I. Don George, Henry E. Linam, Ben Beckham, Jr., and 
Carter Henderson, doing business as Shreveport Television Company 
through their attorneys, hereby give notice of their intention to inter¬ 
vene in the above proceeding. 



